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of Dr. Clarke, Mr. ] 3 


and the As of 1 the Sober A ppe deal, 
names which 70 party. of Chrij | 
—_ US need, 15 think , ” 50 a | amd 
57 va 2 1 
5 They @ are thus 1 85 705 "I 70 aidive 
if it maybe) the confidentt.of Mr: Sloſs 
and his friends; and to rebuke that in- 
| temperate geal, that uncharitable anti- 
chriſtian ſpirit, which breathes thro te 
. whole Performance. | 
I call them Remarks, 2 1 1 * 
1 W, not to conſider every particular ad. 
4 vanced 4p: him ; "6s that would. have 


1 would onl 2 bim, and bis friends 


if they are not too far gone in bigotry, 
_ that 2 main ſcheme is fur from Being 
proved either by Scripture, or Reaſon ; 
and lead him, 7 poſſible, into more mo- 
Fo derate and favourable | entiments to- 
wards thoſe who are in another way 3 
thinling; and explain the great Scrip- 
ture dackrine of the Trinity in a di fer- 
ent method from himſelf. 7 
Theſe perſons will find the Sabie? con- 
eroverſy between them and their adver- 
aries in a manner gone thro; and the 


B Author of the Remarks 55 5 


bis low attempt to their favourable a ac- 
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Reverend Mr. & L 0 8 8. 
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author, and his rfotmance. Th 


be Ox z is, That "altho' his main 
ſcheme is 7 in a ſet of phraſes, in the Por 
of which the moſt eminent writers in this controverſ\ 
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ſervations on the Sermons them nl 
I ſhall mention a few things,” which are 


8 ju ground of complaint againſt this 


4 


ma and which the Scriptures are ſtran 0 


et he has the modeſty to expect an implicit aſſent 
— them, pro to ods thoſe, har COR the 
important argument 1s. upon, in a different way 
from himſelf, as ſapping the ve 
gion ; — as 'perſons whoſe reaſon "is adit they” 
underſtandings debauched, & . 


foundations 'relt- 


THERE is à great deal to this purpoſe frm te 
up and down his whole 


Py” 


3 


nce, which is . 
271 bur a low 8 to the en ang* 


** 0 of 
S + ; Ry, 
. * 


8 0 " 
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of ignorant and furious zealots ; and ſeems princi- 

N to ſecure his credit with ſuch. 
ſhould take his worck; bit that the impartial and 
inquiſitive will examine his explications and reaſons, 
and try his ſpirit. A blind zeal, and too great a re- 
gard for — odern ſyſtems and phrafes, may keep this 
r and ſuch as he, in countenanre at preſent; 
t the days of light and free enquiry are dawning 


amongſt us more and more, and a fair and thorough 
examination of the preſent point in debate, may by 


degrees make them aſhamed of their confidence. 


_ AnoTHER thing complained of, is, this authors 


repreſenting the doctrine of thoſe whom he oppoſeth, 
as Arianiſm, and them as Arians ; tho he feems not 
at all to underſtand what Arianiſm is, and they diſ- 


liar do&rines. 
As they believe the doctrine of the Ever-bleſſed 
Trinity to be a doctrine of pure revelation, they take 
their opinions concerning ĩt from the Word wa 
itſelf. They call no man maſter upon earth, and have 


no opinion concerning this important doctrine, which 
they cannot expreſs in Scripture words, and which 


they are not willing to have tried and examined by 

To fix a name therefore upon them which is odi- 
ous, and perhaps becauſe jit is odĩous, and which 
they utterly diſclaim, is injurious and abufive, and 


what they juſtly complain of. It would be eaſy to 


retaliate, and to repreſent this author either as a 
Tritheiff or a Sabellian; for he ſometimes 
the one; and: ſometimes the other; and one 
he muſk of neceſſity be. Men can never be fairly de- 


nominated from any perſon, till ir can be ſhewn that 


they embrace his peculiar opinions; and it wil be 
time enough for this gentleman to brand thoſe whum 


he oppoſes, with the odious name of Arians, when he 
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they hold the peculiar opinions of it. They ap- 
peal, in the mean time, from abuſive names, to Scrip= 
ture and Reaſon; are willing to compare his explica - 
tion and theirs by thoſe LR ape and: or fall 
them. 

3 thing which alies/comp lain of 0 That 
he repreſenteth many *,. who call Faber Proteſt- 
1 as holding a prevailing error, big with all man. 
ner of errors, and opening a door to the greateſt delu. 
ons Which error of theirs he repreſents in the 
words following ; viz. . Let men believe what they 
6e will, provided they be ſincere, and not conſcious of 
« the truth of the contrary of What they [profeſs to 

< believe, tho what they believe ſhould be never fo 

* contrary to what is revealed, either by a natural 
or ſupernatural revelation,” Jet they do not con- 

« tract any guilt thereby.” | : :. 

Tus opinion the author re preſents in the blackeft | 
gt, and loadeth with the . odious conſequences. 
Now if he cannot es es n refer us 
to one intelligent who holds nf | 
without taking —— caſe a fairhfal 
examination, and a ſincere uſe of the be mus 
within a man's reach to inform himſelf; I ſay, if he 
cannot do this, then what he hath here ſuggeſted, 
deſerveth no other name than that of a downright 
calumny; and Mr. $5. ought to ask pardon of G 
and man for ſuch an injurious reprelentation: of his 
brethren. But when à perſon hath uſed: the beſt. 
means in his power for 3 information, and 
| ſhould Kill happen to differ from Mr. S. in the expli- 
cation 'of ſome important doctrines, let him tell us by 
what arguments he deſendeth the 8 from 
Popery, or his on — from a National Eſta- 
fee prin ns hom he DO 8 
whom repreſe 

| - their * * we All 


* ; 
3 * 


CO) 1 5 
ints ſhould happen to differ 3 
xy. vindicate it upon the foot of a 
9 which 3 ve to ſee and judge for. them- 
ſelves, after an . examination and enquiry. 
-TmEzE are other things in his preface, and with 
reſpect pect to his manner of conducting his argument in 
general, againſt which there lie very Rog e ; 
es which, however, I ſhall idalicioad paſs by. 
proceed: therefore to the Sermons thi elyes.... 1 
Tus author enters upon his argument and en 
with theſe. words: The doctrine of the Trinit 
| 28 he) is of that conſequence in the Chriſtian 
ce ſcheme, and ſo cloſely connected with the moſt 
<< eſſential and neceſſary principles of our holy reli- 
« gion, and they have all ſuch an abſolute. Rad 
tt ance upon it, that every attempt to deſtroy it, is 
+ a home ſtroke. at revealed religion, and ; 5 
tt the very foundations of Chriſtianity, c es 
No w all this may with equal, or greater, ;uftice 
be aſſumed: by thoſe whom he falſely and injuriouſly 
repreſenteth as Arians. They are as firmly perſuaded, 
as he can be; of the truth and in ortance. of the 
Scripture - doctrine of the Trinity, and its direct con- 
cern with the eſſential parts of Chriſtianity. But il he 
means all this of his own particular explication, (Which 
fi muſt do, if he ſpeaketh — weed, this us the 
very thing to 22 examined b and, 9 5 


view, it is a ſhameful begging. of the. queſtion, 

Arſt: ſetting OUT. S553 4 L154. 4; FE tomy PBS 7: 

©» TroseE. rd yy 3 „ repreſented as 
_ Hrians, have produced the proofs. of — lon, 


and laid them before the world once and again. t 
has been done by 1 as eſtablihed reputation | 
Een and f. a8 3 — 
| goodne: „ a8. are 701 Sad: among IC 

polite ſide of = — Baue may be. Ta ith 


5 + 2 *, ** f * 1 8 „ 


* 4 - 2 J * 11 2 
"EL 2 * P.. ˙ AA W a ä . 
* P 6 f 3 e — 4 * 9 m9 4 "us 8 N 
7 * 3 % N N 's * 
£ _— 
. e Ro WEIS © 4 
* 2 > I- 
> 
. N - 
\ 
” 1 : * p s 
5 vi + 
US i: TT : 
F . by 
- * 
3 oy 
* * 


an inyidious „** 5 impartial — 1 
refer in all this to the men whoſe: names I have al- 
ready mentioned; and if ſuch as theſe muſt be in- 
cluded in the number of his que mies to religion, and 
adverſaries to the truth, (whom he ſpeaks of in the 
next words ) becauſe they do not like that particu- 
lar explication of the doctrine of the Trinity, which 
hath obtained (tho? unjuſtly) the name of orthodox, | 
and have ſufficiently ſhewn, how little foundation it 
| hath either in Reaſon- or Scripture ; I fay, if ſuck 
men are to be numbered amongſt the enemies of re- 
ligion for this only reaſon, this, to be ſure, is a vile 
unrighteous ſlander. And if what he ſays next, (viz. 
« The more 1T *, meaning his own particular expli- 
cation, and that 'of others in the ſame way, bas 
ce been impugned, and denied by the adverſaries of 


cc truth, ſo much the more ⁊calouſiy have the lovers 0 
ce it flood up in its defence, &c. I ſay, if this) in his 
intention is applied to thoſe, who have ſupported the 
ſchome called orthadox, or Athanaſfian ;— It is true, 
they have indeed ſtood up for it in many places, by 
condemning -and hereticating their Chriſtian bre- 
thren, by — them from Chriſtian communion, 
where their power has reached ſo far; and ſhewing 
their good-will where it has not, by the odious and 
reproachful names wherewith | they,. have branded 
them. Miniſters they have endeayoured- to render 
obnoxious to their people, and have ſer themſelyes 
to obſtruct their uſefulneſs among them: private = 
Cbriſtians they have made uneaſy, by f up 
their beſt friends and neareſt relations againſt them f. 
— But ſtill this way of talking, which our author 
uſeth, is weak and aſſuming, and I hope it will ap» 
pear ſo, before I have finiſhed theſe-Remarks on bia 
performance; not indeed to the conviction of him. 
and his friends, _—_— perhaps, too much to be 


e 4+ Vide a Narrative, and Tomkin? Cale, 
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expetted; ) bat to the conviftion of impartial and 
| unprejudiced men. 


and qualifieth, at the ſame time, as adverſaries to the 
truth, do believe, that the true Scripture-doctrine of 
the Trinicy will ' ſurvive (to uſe his own words) the 
efforts of its enemies *, and maintain its place as an 
eſſential article of faith, as it hath 'done, upon the 
boot of Scripture and Realon, in the firſt ages of 

_ Chriſtianity, till the times of darkneſs came on apace 
in the Chriſtian world; and as it has again, in times 
of a more free and generous enquiry, had a remark- 
able revival, fo they hope, that it will continue to the 
end of time, wherever Chriſtianity obtains in any tole- 
os meaſure of purity s and they can 1 heartily wiſh 


I nave made theſe Remarks upon his dutodbc⸗ 


reſpeci of his own way of explaining the doctrine of 
_ - the Trinity, which his adverſaries can aſſume with 
Worms truth and propricty than he. It will be my 
fineſs; in What followeth, to make the enen 
between the one explication and the other, and to 
ſhew which of them has the tire claim to —_— 
and Reaſon. 
-Txyrs unde in" order 26 fur pporr what he has 
buile upon the text-which he has Polen, as the foun- 
dation of his ſeveral diſcourſes, thinks it ny, 
in the firſt place, 70 «vince its Canonical authotity+. 
Ver god reaſon there was why this d be 
done; for the rag ni (at leaſt) of its authority 
has been ſo pla | of late, that unleſs- this 
author can offer ſomething very material in this caſe, 
t appear at laſt, that he has raiſed « towering 
ery ſandy foundation. 
cannot enter on this Parr of his 
rask, without a ſpiteful and injarlous reſſection: The 
2 r 
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fon; to ſhew how weak it is to uſe that language in 
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if he) have aſfulted. it _ LE methods &; but 


their audacious and virulent malice againſt i it, diſ- 


« covers itſelf in nothing more, than in viriating and 
* denying.the authentic, authority of thoſe texts of 
8 e wherein this doctrine is moſt clearly and 
c plainly contained.” _ 2 

Tas abuſive man is challenged to bew, what: pans 
ol ſacred Scripture his adverfarics have vitiated ; and 
where and when they have denied the authority of any 
texts, in which the doctrine of the Trinity is * 
and clearly contained; except the authority of the 
text now before us, in which the doctrine of the 
Trinity is not at all contained, and which has been 
given up by ſeveral of his own party, as well as by 
his oppoſers. Such heavy and general charges ſhould 
have been ſupported by ſome proper evidence, or 
elſe they muſt recoil | n the author of them. ' 

As to the text in diſpute, when he conſiders the 
names of thoſe who have declared their doubts of the 

enuineneſs of it, and by the plaineſt facts and rea- 
—.— have at leaſt ſhaken, if not overthrown, its 
credit; ſurely, if he has any modeſty or — 
ners left, he will be — of veg abuſive lan- 
guage: names which, I doubt Len will live, and be 

reſpected, when this author and his performance ate 
forgotten, w— ſhould corn. 100 ſe the man after 
o much yiculence and contempt- -- 2 % 4% 1 
BE after all, this genriewon has afforded E no 


3 Es Senden e 


D 


Des 1 85 = 1 by cv 


. e 1 456 140 4s By ae 
wl "P24; + 67 l 


1 # Frm 8 * # 
” # 2 272 N 
= N £ a 
"4 » _ 
| 2 Fox 
L * 
„ 1 
4 * : 


5 


For * nb of what 1 ſay, I refer thoſe: inf 
"ln curioſity and leiſure, to Mr. Emlyn's E. quiry : 
into the original authority of that toxt ; and his An-. 
ſwer to Mr. Martin's critical Diſſertation ; ; and his 


Reply to Mr. Martin's. Examination of that Anſwer ; 5 


and alſo to Dr. Clarke's Letter to Dr. Wells; and 85 
his Reply to Mr. Nelſon's friend. 3 
Wren the writings to which I his karen ab = 
| conſulted, and have been fairly conſidered, it will ap- 
pear, that this author has repoſed too great a conti- | 
dence in a text, which is of doubtful, or no authority, : 
and moreover has nothing in it to his purpoſe, So 
that, upon the whole, what Mr. Platts ſays in his 
letter *, (Sept. 19. 1735.) ſeems agreeable to truth, 
dig. * That this author has not been able to ſhew 
that any of the antient verſions ever tranſlated it 
in the firſt ſix hundred years, or that the Latin 
F fathers, who mentioned it, did it any otherwiſe 
e than as a myſtical interpretation of what is now the 
e eighth verſe, and therefore, to be ſure, had not the 
t ſerenth in their copy; a verſe, which he has not 
been able to ſhew, that any of the antient commen- 
F-tators, whether Greek or Latin, who wrote upon 
fe this epiſtle, ever expounded ; a verſe,” which the 
#5-preſent Greek Manuſcripts unanimouſly diſclaim, 
te 25 do alſo moſt of the antient Latin ones; a verſe, 
e which the firſt printed Greek and German editions 
e left out, and the firſt Exgliſb editions printed in a 
et different character, as a mark of ſuſpicion; and, 
hh laſtly, a verſe; which the editors of thoſe Greek 
te copies which now have it in them, have not made 
| 1 a appear that they ever had any Greek Manuſcripts 
ff. by them, which would juſtify ſuch an addition“ 
Byr perhaps this author would not thinlæ well of 
ir, if | ſhould take no manner of notice of his mar- 
ginal-nore in the laſt page of his book.” © There is 
A aother Greek Manuſcript, ſays he, which - bath 


This Letter (of which the following i is an abftra®) Mr. 55 


to WO for yr * is beſt n to himſelf, 
e * this 
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e this ſeventh verſe in the body of the test, in the 
« King of Pruſſias library at Berlinnn?n 


Tus marginal note, he knows, was not in the ori- 


ginal letter which he ſent to Mr. Platts; and I cou, 


wiſh, for the ſake of his own reputation, he had not 
| added it afterwards. . For if he would have been at 


the pains to have conſulted Mr. Emlyn's Repiy to 


Mr. Martin's Eeanſtvation, he would have found that 


this Manuſcript is a downright cheat; and an appeal 


to it muſt rather diſſerve his cauſe, than otherwiſe. 


Hie will excuſe me therefore, if, for the ſake of "thoſe 


who have not the book which I have juſt mentioned; 
to conſult, I give here a paſſage or two out of the 


letter written by Mr. La Croze, the learned library- 


keeper of the King of Pruffa, who, tho? he was in 
the orthodox ſcheme, appears to be a man of great 
fairneſs and ingenuity of temper. GE (ones 
_ © IT: ſeems very ftrange to me, ſays he, that evet 
cc our Manuſcript, a book of no authority, ſhould: be 

< alledged' in confirmation of a dubious reading, 
te ſince I have already diſcovered it to a great many 
cc learned men, and even to the learned Mr. Martin 
* himſelf; that this Manuſcript, tho much boaſted oF, 
cc and ſold by a cunning cheat for an antient book, 
e is hut a late tranſcript fromthe Polyglott of the 
©: Complutenſian edition, Qc. Lake therefore, in 
cc ſhorr, ſor an anſwer to all your queſtions; He who 


* has ſeen the Complutenſian copy, hath: ſeen at the 


© ſame time our Manuſcript, without excepting ſo 
% much as the errors of the printer, which the un- 
* skilful ſcribe hath ſo exactly copied, that it plainly 


appears, that ſome learned knave: had committed 
er the work to an illiterate maan‚ 


* Tux bock indeed was ſold for very antient, and 
therefore at a huge price; and yet the parchment 
« is ſo new, that the very lime or chalk made uſe of 


« there no other mark of fraud, the ink is enough 
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« in dreffing the calveskins is yet upon it; and was 
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Fl 
1 « Is 4 is — to uo purpoſe to appeal this 
&« copy. For my part I ficmly ee and 
orthodox faith; but God forbid that I ſhould ever 
go about to defend it by fraud. However, i in this 


” manuſcript the ſeventh. arg is in the text, in the 


4 ſame manner as the ſixth and eighth are; nor is 
«. there any thing written in the margin. 

I n4p gone thus far, when a learned perſon, whom 
1 eſteem as one of the firſt of my friends, commu- 


nicated another letter of the ſame Mr. La Croze, 


written in the year 1733, whereof, becauſe it is 
not yet ſo commonly known here, I ſhall a0 the 
= entire, and a note or two 4 by my 

eng | | 


5 5 « Moſt honoured and I Sir ®, * 


AM ſurpriſed that my letter * — the 8 

of St. Sohn has been heard of in England, for 

jad taken no great pains in it; ſince I wrote it 

cc 3 and at a time, when I was neither well 


& in mind, nor body. Indeed I ſate down to it 5 


* (ix dixorrin Seh) with a kind of unwilling 
& 'conſent;; but could not oY it to the impor= 
© Ftunities of a friend, and eſpecially as I appre- 
te hended, that what I wrote would have gone no 


« farther. I cannot oblige you with a copy of 


ec that letter, for I ſeldom or never keep any copies 
| « of my. own letters me; but I will rell you, 


e what I remember the matter, and ſhall add 


& ſome other obſervations too, as they occur, which 
6. — as a mark of my eſteem 
« and friendſhip. 2002015) 387 e nid 

« I NEVER had a to concern myſelf 
& in this diſpute.I knew; and had experienced, — 
* it was not ſafe to do it; rwe pee e 
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ee ion the Chriſtianity of all ſuch as pay not 
that reſpect which they require to their particular 
<« notions and opinions, how raſhly ſoever enter- 
« tained. — As to © myſelf, 1 declare ſincerely; 
I am ready to hazard even my life in defence of 
ec that moſt certain doctrine of our Saviour s Divi- 
„ nity, and other points deduced from it by our 
« divines; but I never could think, that this 
« doctrine, which many authorities of the New 
c Teſtament do clearly demonſtrate, can poſſibly 
„ be defended by doubtful! and uncertain (1 add 


ec and und 
1 
cc 


* alſo, and falſe) arguments, without the utmoſt | 


« danger to the truth itſelf. — But it will be proper 
cc now to come to a cloſer examination of the point 
« TRE following confiderations have induced me 
* to appear on that fide of the queſtion which I 
© now eſpouſe; namely, the ſilence of "antient 
c fathers, and eccleſiaſtical hiſtorians, and, what is, 
© to be ſure, of no little weight, the 3 of 
« antient verſions. As for manuſcript copies, I-think 
nothing can be faid from them in favour of the 
ce text; ſince the ſingle Greek manuſcript in our li- 
* brary, to which the defenders of this text J, 
* it is nototious, was tranſcribed by a late hand from 
<« the: Compluten/ian edition; a fact, which 1 have 


© frequently made appear to the conviction of tra-: 


& vellers, and our own citizens, and am yet ready to 
<« ſhew to any perſon whatſoever who ſhall-defire it. 
There is not an error crept-into the Compluten/ian 
* edition by the careleſſneſs of the printers, but what 
< is faithfully copied in our Manuſcript, even the 
very letters, in the ſhape of them, reſemble the 

& fetters of that edition. I add further, the newneſs of 
the parchment, and alſo the ink, which was pur- 
& ceive the unwary; fo that to me it is evident be- 
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e the worke of ſome ſordid. 0 to chouſe _"_ pur- 
e chaſer of a large was in whichhe f uoceedegito his 
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Non have I a better opinion of the Dublin u ma- 


<« nuſcript, which, I am convinced is a very modern : 


c ne by the ſhape of the letters, as I have ſeen 
«. them copied in a certain journal, the name of which 
c cannot recal, nor have I the book by me. 


VB That manuſcript has likewiſe, Teas ktm ot uafrupobyre⸗ : 
<- #7524, according to the Greek. verſion of the 


c Euteram council, where the words of the Vul gate are 


"0 ternu. — But the Greck in that paſſage is plain- 


ly expreſſed in a Latin phraſe, contrary. to the u- 


| 5 al phraſe, of the New Teſtament, which gene- 


« pally uſes z 735 ; for which reaſon I dare ſay 


ny chal words have crept into the later Greek edi- 


« tions, from that verſion of the Lateran council. 


$I govLD _ a great deal more in ſo copious an 
« argument; but that I remember Lam writing a 


10 — and not a diſſertation. Wherefore, after a 
feu things upon 
4 fathers, I ſhall come to the point of controverſy 
< between me and the learned Bencelius, WON is no] 
„engen, edition of the New Teſtament. 
* A-- MAIN argument in this caſe with We, was 


60 ab; ſilence of Athanaſus, to whom this text 


c would have been of ſuch eminent ſervice, had 


« it actually been read ns che copies of his time, 
* but Who never once appeals to it. Some have 
<< alledged, and particularly two divines of our own 


« commitinion; at wins —. alage a 1 i a 


. on 96. produce any 


} * 9 ” 
- 
ce -rance, wh 


the authority and conſent of the | 
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« wil refer em to the W lich I have met with 
„in his genuine works. I make uſe of the late 
5 eg edition. Fs, ad] ſaid Sg 2 2 
c quot 237. B, and again, pag. 239 
5 40 in e againſt the Artant, pag: 479. 
6 A B, and agiin in the ſecond oration againſt the 
« Arians, pag. 508. D FE, and pag. 0 K- 
_ © Theſe I believe: are ſufpcient; otherwiſe I have 
marked ten more, which I forbear to mention. — 
“L would not however impeach thoſe Divines of any 
« diſhoneſty, by whom objections of this kind are 
cc made; but ſurely their raſhneſs and ſupine-i _ 
e rance Is highly to be cenſured. | ( 
e AnD again, let but any one conſider the com- 
© mentary of Oecumenius upon St. s cpilile, — 
« where there is the entire text of this OY 
<« without this verſe, which is accordingly not men- 
cc tioned in the commentary; and, if he be not 
cc greatly prejudiced indeed, hes will be obliged, F 
* whether he will or no, to favour my notion. p> 
* Tu learned Mills, tho' ſor trifling .reaſans; 
© he ſeems to adhere to 1 of the 
4 queſtion, has however collected faithfully a yo 
cc number of other arguments, in his 455 erva- 
© tions upon this epiſtle, againſt the aut of this 
| « verſe. , In bim let all ſuch as haye a mind to id 
© ſeek for them. Conſidering my ill ſtate of 
« health, and the weakneſs of my eyes, I have 1 | 
more than could have been expected from me.. 
* Norzixe remains now, but that I add 8 = 
ce ord or two concerning the Amenian verſion, 


* which, in biſhop Aten editions, hath the vers 5 


it om the Fe Vulgate ; fince- -he- confeſſerh in his 
„ grain; that he hath taken and: inſerted ſeveral 


2 N things fr n it: not. nern any way. 15 


it out of the Latin, ions as every body m 
«pon ofapares 1 Armevian 2 Latin for 
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126 


; „ gether. | But what has induced me to think other- 
e wile, . is the Siſemſian council (p. 462. in Galanus, 
K . 325 held A. C. 130%, in Cilicia, then called 
« Armenia minor. The acts of that council have been 
« faithfully. copied. by the fame Galanus from the 
« in whom, taken from the books 


Armenian 
44 of the councils 5 letters of that nation, we have 


« the lame teſtimony repeated, p. 436 and 478. Hence 
« ir is plain, that this verſe, which is now inſerted 
© in the text of St. John, had crept into the Arme- 
- #1an, codes. before the beginning of the fourteenth 
— * century, . I ſhall now examine whence and how i ir 
* * happene ed. 

< WE: know for certain, that the en 
7 . kings, who in the thirteenth century made Cilicia 
_ « their place of reſidence, came over to the com- 


ec munion of the Latin church, and united them | 


.« ſelves to it; acknowledging the biſhop of Rome to 
cc be chief patriarch, = and the head of their churches: 
4 The mo noted of em was king Hethuw, whom 


ee the Latin writers of that age, call Haithon. He, 


ec as his nameſake and relation. Haithon, the Ar. 


_ * meniaz, in his oriental hiſtor 95 chap. 13. teſtifies, 
ve 


« was king of Armenia forty five years, viz. from 
e the. year 1224, and died 1270, after he had, 


125 » towards the latter end. of- his life, entered himſelf 


2 


e of Rowe, 1 8 allo W well Kür, for cher 


* age, in the Latin tongue. He examined. and cor- 

de reed his Armenian bibles by the vulgar Latin, 
« which he ſo religiouſly followed, that he tranſlated 
& even the prefaces of St. Jerom, and his Prologas 
* Galeatus , into the Armenian language; aod 
® thele prefaces are according! Bly in the Amferdam 
* 3 of Uſas, and in that 


ot 


| Aar 


— of the Old Teka. 


Conſtantinople i 05. 
This edition therefore of of Hepes e occaſioned | 


halls 35: ths-Fholdes herein Fram frm 


r wind oan | wi w.cou_ 


« the 


id 
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i the ſuppreſſion of all the reſt; ſo that if an 
c muſt travel into Armenia itſelf to ſcarch 
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« ſon" would have an accurate Armenian copy, 


« 0 ies which are older” than the Frere line. 
55 w, whereas it is . the Latin 
< his age ' had this verſe of St. John's epifile, it can 


ec be no wonder, if, being thence tranſlated into all 


e his codes by Haithon, it is now to be found 
« univerſally in all our Armenian editions * © 
„ AAk ma ay things to add, but I row weary, 
« and am afraid I ſhould tire you alſo wit my talka- 


_ © tiveneſs. =— F arewel, and commun To A 
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"Me. FP G has "the © nds 19 660 one of b the 
Pe: critics of the age ; and, being e to 
the King of Pruſßſa, we cannot ſüppoſe be has un 
he. againſt the reputation of any curioſity there z 

he has been ſo candid as to expoſe the g 


beat + which hath paſs d upon the world in reſpe& 47 
the fore-mentioned manu ſcript. This letter was com- 


' municated by Mr. Achard, a diſtinguiſhed" preacher - = 
at Berlin, to the author from whom ir is quote. 
Tus character of the writer of cler is1o well Ev 
| known through Europe, that T need not enlarge in 


his praiſe; his name itſelf is à ſufficient ebgium. 


The whole Proteſtant world greatly. eſteem him, and i 


the moſt learned of the Papiſts regret the loſs of him. 

He left Paris above hy years agd, when ke Tp 

in high reputation, and might have made the no 
s vaſt in ſecular preferments. . His old 


wett. © His! Ciptze Lenicol is ſo much the admira- 
tion of all that Barber itz chat our * Dr. Millins 
would be very very glad to join with n in Tabus 


one: BA 01 219977 noi FFC 


N Dadirbt, his Mayeſtys interpreter/ reckon'd 


him the moſt learned man in Europe, among the eaſtern 
latigniages. In ſhort, we cannot wonder, if, upon account 
of a Whole liſe ſpent among books and 'manuſcriprs, 
all ſhould allow him to be a eich maſter. His not 
admitting this ſingle text in St. John, cannot rea- 
— 47 pr rejudes any Proteſtant againſt him; cſpe- 
— vially ſince his" honeſty-and - ingenuity of . temper: in 
this gives a greater weight to that noble defence of 
the antient Writers, and in conſequence of all the 
other parts of the ſacred ſeriptures, againſt father 
 Hardovin, I mean, his Vindiciæ veterum Scriptorum. 
I is very well known, that artful ſociety of Je- 
ſuits have made their advantage of the credulity of 
the orthodox, when they obſerved them to ſwallow 
every thing in a manner, without diſtinction, though 
i wens 19 better chan che mouldy bread of the C 
beonites. They have had the addreſs to place al 
our antient records on the ſame precarious: foot, that 
they might with the better grace reject them all at 
once. This was a bold ſtroke, and amazed all Eg- 
rope ; no wonder it ſhould engage therefore the par- 
ticular attention of this great man. When t 
| fJprang the mins to blow up the whole body of Gr 
and Latin fathers} he obferved it was laid deer 
with a deſign to ſap the foundation; not of the 
2 Religion ory, but of Revelation itſelf. He 
erved it, I-fay;” nd by: ſeveral plain facts he de- 
rected their grand-viewn'rhus laying violent hands 
on all antiquity, to be no leſs than a ſcheme to make 
chriſti icſelf dependent on the hurch of” Rome. 
They id then better plead for the anti iquity of 
that church, when. Ss ha demoliſhed. the credit of 
all che antient records. But here Mr. re * 


; » \ xy . 
e — gi ; 
* : 7 * 
9 "attached 


* 


1 hls CUy ww HT 


| to it, (which lait now waiteth on the Preſs in Hollangs 
For theſe diſcòveries the Jeſuits: [will (never; forgive 


unknown writer, but a man who holds the fitſt rank 
for criticiſm and uſeful 
men of Europe; who tells us too, that. be lands pre: 


n eee 


VF WW. 5, VE e eee 
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A a4 A: 3 harh 
wholly: deſtroyed: their pretenſion to antiquity; an his 
 Hiftoire du Cbriſtianiſme des Ipdes, and the additions 


him; but one would think, they ſhould beſpeak-artn+ 
vourable attention'to-his:j ent among Protęſtants: 

Tus is the man, who with ſo much gpenneſs and 
integrity has attacked our author's favourite text, ani 
grievoully ſhaken the credit of it. Not an obſcure 


learning amongſt,,the great 


ed to die for the truth f Obriſ s Hing; 
Toh ct the ſame: time dares; not, and 7 corn 

to ſupport that, or e ocher ein by fall of au. 
fl arguments. V ie i ee 
„Mr. &. hinseth - at 9 * 8 
belides that of Dublin, which have this verſe in the 
dody of the text; but he is not ſo kind as to tell us 
uhere to find them. And L ſuppoſe, he will be cau- 
tious how he ventures them abroad, after w bf 
now. been laid before him and the, Word, as, to 
the Berlin Manuſcript, until he has retrieved the ce · 


dit of that imipoft ure. e 98: A 25 AFM 40 
: ArTEzithis.we: y ſafely: leave the gentleman in 5 
poſſeſſion of his Man cripts: but ĩt wil hard yofa | 


what ſervice-it will do his cauſe} But ſupgoſigg the 
verſe to be ever ſo genuine, the words ( T Hel be 
dare aue) plainly mean one a teſtimonys as 
I ſhall more fully prove ter. This Was the 
opinion of the moſt canſiderable divines pf rhe Refor- 
formation, botinLatherans and Ca it. L 
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4 5 We . whoſe names arid i 
may well be ſuppoſed to _ Ke much weight with 


them as this 


pretty remarkable 
that the learned Dr. Witerland i in his vindication «< 


gentleman's. It is p 


Chriſt's Divinity, and the defence of it, has never 


once alledged, as Lremember, this text in ſupport of 
the cauſe which he has undertaken. We can hardly 
ſuppoſe it was tho forg ys or that he would 
not have produced it if ad thought it both u- 
ine and decifive, as this e does. The doctor 
does indeed mention it in his Importance, &c. a bool 
written a long time after ; but he: does not inform us 
8 has met with as oe wg er 

neſs and aut 
1 cannoT think ir neceſſary 
into this part of the a 
have mentioned would render it an eaſy task. Wh 


ſoever will conſalt them with candour, will ſee with 15 


how little truth or modeſty Mr. S. triumphs in 
the of his ſecond ſermon. In a former 


ee diſcourſe (lays he) I have endeavoured to lay before 


yon the evidence we have of the anuthentick autho- 
% rity. of this text, and anfwered the objections which 
are made by thoſe that oppoſe it. And I fhewed 


largely how this text has been by the care of — 


vine providence handed down to us from age to 
< as authentic ſcripture, without the leaf 493 of i — 
« being fpurions ; ſo that we have all the rational 


ce gvidence that the nature of the thing will his ; 


e ſuch as is ſufficient to lay a foundations for our” 
% faich in it, as a part of the word — 80 


J... 


= 
4 foundation? But Fn people. can build 5 


faith on a foundation of fFubble. 


__ will think it pity 
effion wherein he ſeems 
— tho? but in a dream. 
4. us therebore: {oc * his-rexr, 


* 


to enter any farther 
, of elſe the authors 1 


haps to | Uifturb rhis, 5 


now he has made himſelf ſecure, as he thinks, in the 

NNi;;, EEE: Ds ae od foo 378 — 
Tax dogrine which he builds upon it, is this.; 
ce (1.) * That in the Divine Eſſence. there (Are. three 


8 y * 2 
. : 1 * I 


x 


4 perſons, all on the ſame level of equality, iu ite ſa me 
cc 8 ae be 12 1 — notwithſtanding 
«. there is 4 Trinity of perſons in the Divine nature, 
* yet nevertheleſs the ſubſtance is 9 uo mean thereby 
5 | ET . tr he IP Ra 
c multiplied, but continues ſtill to be ne., 
I firſt conſiders the diſtinction of perſons. in the 
Divine nature, and tells us, that the Zather, th 
Word, and the Holy Spirit, are terms which in the 
Scripture denote three ſacred Divine parſans.; and in 
that they are ſaid to be Three, this neceſſarily. implies 
4 dliſtinction of perſons in the Deity f. And yet, when 
he comes to explain what he means by the word per- 
fons, he ſays, he does not mean that they are per/ons 
ſtriũiy in that ſenſe of the word as it 1s applied is 
men; it includes in it, however, more. than three 
names, and implies, that each poſſes the Divine 
eſſence after his peculiar manner, thereby becomes 4 
diftin@ perſon ; and that theſe three they call perſons 


is a proper , ., oo ar tte ee S. 
| d forwards: * They 
in& perſons ;. per- 


Tavs he talks backwards 


„ 


« are three perſons, they are d 
“ ſons in a proper ſenſe, yet not ſtrictiy perſons in 
te the ſenſe of the word perſon, as it is applied to 


« men.“ That is, they are perſons, and they are not 
perſons, and yet they are perſons; for all that. 

What is it which every man, who either underſtands 
himſelf, or ſpeaks to be underſtood by others, mean- 


4 


agent! One who has a being, an underſtanding, a 
vill, and a power, of action proper to-himlelt, and 
diſtin& from others. e 


an. latins: tt 
ITuts author himſelf, thro? his whole performgn : 
uſes the word not as denoting three names, ati. 
 butes, modes, relations, or the like ; but thres din, 
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intelligent agents; and in this particular matter there 
is not one exception in his book, whenſoever he hath 
occaſion to ſpeak of the Divine Three. : 


Wren he comes to the next part of his deſign, | 
to explain the unity *, he ſays, that theſe Three are 
one being, one ſubſtance, one eſſence. And again, 


having proved (as he ſays) that there are Three, to 


whom i he attributes and perfections of the Supreme 


God belong; Three who are poſſeſſed of Supreme Dei= 


ty+; he ſays, the next thing is to ſhew, that the/e 


are One, One numerically in their nature and eſſence f. 


Not One in a ſimilar or like nature t; for it is a plain 
_ abſurdity in philoſophy, and contrary to the principles 
of natural reaſon, to ſay, that there are Three poſſeſſed 


of a like and ſimilar Divine eſſence, which is not One 
in number ; this would be plainly to make three di- 
find Gods, each of which was like the other, bus 
not the ſame infinite being or ſubſtance. „ 


Tus is a fair and juſt account of his doctrine or 
notion of the Trinity in Unity: As far as I know, I 


have not mangled or miſrepreſented it. Now let us 
oceed to his proof, and ſee how he has acquitted 
ſelf in that part of his performance. 


He tells us**, That we muſt regulate our ſenti- 


ments, and draw our whole light concerning this mat- 
fer from divine revelation; and when carnal reaſon, 

inde falſely ſo called, thwarteth, and ſeemeth incon- 
| feftent with what is taught us concerning this doctrins 
in Scripture, in that caſe we ought to ſubhjedt our 
blind, vitiated, corrupted reaſon, which indeed is not 
reaſon, but a pretence to it, to divine revelation. — 


But why muſt that which is Gop's nobleſt 559 be- 


ſtowed on men, (as being that without whic 
other gifts would be of na uſe to them) be thus 
abuſed with epithets > That which, in moſt caſes at 


leaſt, muſt be our meaſure and rule of judgment and 


| of action? And certainly that | by which we are to 
Ju dge both of the proof and ſenſe of a divine revela- 
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ion itſelf? — The power of reaſon, to be ſute, in 
creatures imperfect as we are, mutt be defective and 
limited, and may not be the meaſure and ſtandard of 
all truth; but, for all that, in its proper ſphere, tha 
proper authority and uſe of it muſt be maintained. 
Without ſuppoſing it is able to comprehend every 
truth, we may, and muſt ſay, that in the laſt reſort 
it is our only judge of that evidence, upon which we 
can receive, or ought to affirm, any thing as true. 
But (if I may borrow a good maxim from a bad au- 
thor *) When reaſon Happens to be againſt a man, 
et he will be againſt veaſons> + hh Bo an 
Nr. S. tells us, a little farther, that +. It is 4 piece 
of the moſt horrid-arrogance, for any creature, even of 
the moſt perfect kind, to queſtion truths delivered by 
GOD, on the ſcore of their being incompre henſible to 
him, as to the manner how they are. And thus he 
harangues for a great way together; inſinuating at 
the ſame time ſome charges againſt his brethren, 
which they abhor. They rejoice in a divine revela- 
tion, and eſteem it one of the greateſt bleſſings to 
mankind; but they cannot admit that as a part of 
it, which, upon the moſt diligent and ſerious enquiry, 
they either cannot find in it, or find dire#ly contra- 
dictory to it. And they are unwilling to have the 
interpretations and deoiſions of mien, as fallible as 
themſelves, palm'd upon them for the Word of Gop; 
and certain definitions, framed in dark and corrupt 
ages, for which they can ſee no foundation at all in 
divine revelation, impoſed: on them as ſacred and 
divine truths. Here they ſtand upon their guard, and 
aſſert their liberty; but againſt whom? Not againſt 
a really divine, but againſt pretended, uſurped au- 
thority : againſt thoſe who ſet themſelves in the 
pies of Gop, and have afſumed-hisiprerogative. 
To proteft againſt whom, and oppoſa them too, We 
have a right both by nature and by the Goſpel; and 
therefore if this author's deſinitions and detiſions 
8 Hobby, Page 809. oe 5 6 P | 
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bring with them either no other or no better authc= 
rity than his own, he muſt not expect that we ſhall 
receive them as ſacred. Tf he ſhouid 'be found one 
of thoſe who add inventions of their own to the Word 
of -Gop, and father ſuch things upon the Holy Spirit, 
as the cleareſt heads and moſt impartial hearts, after 
a due examination, cannot find in the holy Scriptures, 
he muſt have a care leſt his own charge of arrogance 
revert upon himſelf. This is the very thing to be 
examined and tried; and we are now at leiſure to 
attend him, in confidering the proofs which he has 
brought of his own particular explications. 5 
LET us now ſee * (faith he) what evidence we 
* have for this doctrine of the Trinity from Scrip- 
& ture-revelation in the books of the Old and New 
« Teſtament; and let us be determined by that; 


form our ſentiments wholly thereby; and receive 


ec with meekneſs and humility what the Great Gop 
te himſelf delivers to us, as it becomes his creatures.“ 
_ © AGREED, with all our hearts, (ſay we) and here 
we chearfully join iſſue with him. But after all this 
parade and confidence, what does this gentleman put 
us off with? Does he turn us to any paſlage of 
% „ hc it is ſaid in ſo many words, that the 
Eur h 


effence there are three divine perſons, in the ſame level 


of equality, in the ſame divine charaFer, &c? 


Ne turn us to any place or places where this is ex- 
1h ſaid? Or where it is repreſented of ſo much 


9 in Chriſtianity, that it is neceflary to be 
believed by every one, even by thoſe of the meaneft 
ca 


; as an evident eſſential article? Does he | 


open the Bible, and turn immediately to any ſuch 
place? Nothing like it: He, and others in his way, 
tell us, their ſcheme and explication is the ſenſe of 
Seripture, and fairly drawn from it by inferences, 
3% ᷑ Gʒk . fa 


reaſon- 


Ber, Son, and Spirit are the One God, © the ſame 
* in ſubſtance, equal in power and glory; or, in our 
author's more quaint expreſſions, that in the ſame 
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reaſonings, and argumentations, Sc. Doubtleſs a 
doctrine may be truth, and well collected from Serip- 
ture, which is not found there in ſo many expreſs 


words. But then ſuch-a doctrine, which muſt thus 
be ſought for, and muſt require ſo much leiſure and 


ſtudy, ſuch natural and acquired qualifications to 


find it, cannot ſurely be of that high importance, as 


they repreſent their explication to be; ſurely ir can 


plain and obvious to the meaneſt capacities. Can 
we believe a doctrine of ſuch vaſt confequence can 


be left to be * from obſcure hints, wide com- 


pariſons, doubtful reaſonings, and precarious criti- 
ciſms? Let thoſe who can ſee the force and evidence 
of ſuch criticiſms and reaſonings, receive the doc- 
trine as true, if they ſee juſt cauſe ; but let it not 
be forced upon others, who, after honeſt and ſerious 
enquiry, and proper application for divine light and 


direction, can ſee no ground for it. — Do they ſhew 


us where the Scriptures have laid fo great a ſtreſs 
upon this explication of theirs, as to make it funda» 


mental to chriſtian communion, or eſſential to ſalva- 


never be bound upon all men, as an article of faith, 


- 


tion? Do they tell us where in all the Bible ſuch a 


repreſentation of it is to be met with? Nothing like 


it again. If we tell them, that in the integrity of 


* 


our heart we believe the Scriptures to be the rule of 


chriſtian faith and practice, that this rule is ſuffici- 


| ently plain and clear; and that every one, who ho- 
neſtly endeavours it, may know whatſoever is neceſ- 


ſary for faith or duty; and in acting according to 
ſuch knowledge, he will be acce ted of Gop 2 It 


we tell them, again, that no Chriſtian, or body of 


Chriſtians met in ſynods or councils, have authority 


to explain this rule ſo. as to bind their deciſions upon 


the conſciences of other men; but that every one is 
to believe and practiſe what he finds in this rule, or 


can fairly deduce from it, and not what other people 


tell him is there to be found, tho he cannot 


perceive it with his own eyes: — If we tell them, Þ 


Da Aa gain, 


* 


Proteſtantiſm ſtandeth, and upon which alone it can 
poſſibly be ſupported : — All this ſtands for nothing ; 
and unleſs we receive their particular explication, we 
are heretics, Arians, and what not ? I 

the author diſcovers more or leſs thro? his whole per- 
formance : Will he be able to juſtify it to an impar- 


tial by-ftander, or to his own mind? Bur eſpecially 


| ſhould it appear that the whole current of Scripture, 
particularly the New "Teſtament, is againft him? 
And certainly there are ſome hundreds of texts di- 
rectly contrary to his ſeheme, and utterly inconſiſtent 
with it, and which it is impoſſible to reconcile with it, 
but by a method of interpretation which deſtroys 
the uſe of all language, by taking away the only rule 


of knowing what meaning words are to convey, and 
whether they have any e at all or no. — 


We ſhall have ſeveral inſtances in the ſequel, to ex- 
emplify what I ſay, e ens 


| UT let us now attend him in producing his own 
evidence from Scripture, and ſee how it will anſwer 
his purpoſe. He enters firft upon his proof of a plu- 


400 of perſons in the Deity ; of three divine perſons 


fubþfting in one eſſence, all in the fame level of equa- 


 lity* He tells us, that in the Old Teſtament we 
have not fo clear and expreſs a diſcovery 6.4 this doc- 
trine as in the New; yet that the Ola 


and that this appears, among other places, from Gen, 
L 26. — ff. 22. — xi. 7. 6. — Now ſuppoſing theſe 
Places to ſpeak of a plurality of perſons, and not a 


| mode of ſpeaking to be made uſe of, which was com- 
mon in all the oriental, as well as in our modern 


” 


weſtern languages, when a perſon of dignity ſpeak- 
eth ef himfelf, and does it in the plural Tumber ; 
ver how will this prove his point? Are we not told 
of another perfon, who was with Gop, and was em- 
ployed by him in making the worlds; or, Are we 
N a 
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again, that this is the very foundation upon which 


This temper 


Teſtament 
gives us hints of a plurality of perſons in the Deity ; 


not 
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not told, that God made all things by Tel us Chrift ® 1} 
We do not ſuppoſe him addrefling himſelf here to 
angels, but to his own Son. But how does this 
prove that this perſon, or theſe perſons, here ſpoken 
to, are equal with the Father in all divine perfections 
and glory? The point of equality is the point which 
he is to prove by theſe texts: But is there one word 
in them to this purpoſe ? If it be God the Father 
who ſpeaketh in conſultation with his Son and Spi- 
rit ; why may not this be done, tho' they are de- 
rived from him, and ſubordinate to him? The 
Pſalmiſt plainly aſcribes the commanding part in the 
creation to the Father: Let them praiſe the name 
« of the Lord ; for he commanded, and they” were 


« created; Pſal. cxlviii. 5. And if that belonged. : 


only to him, how do the places alledged, and the 
form of language uſed in them, prove three perſons 
in the Divine eſſence, all in the ſame level of equality, 
all in the ſame divine charatern???zꝛ 
_ Hrs other texts are leſs to his purpoſe ſtill, if 
 poffible. He turns us to Pſal. cx. 1. © The Lord. 
« ſaid unto my Lord, Sit thou on my right hand, till 
&« I make thine enemies thy footſtool.” This, he ſays, 


our Saviour applies to himſelf, Matth. xxii. 4. 


True: But how does this prove the ſupreme God. 


when alſo it is that other who is to make his enemies 
his fortoat for i FTE: Do ORs 
_ ANOTHER text produced by him is ſo far from 
: ORE his point, that it overthrows his whole 
ſcheme, viz. Pſal. xlv. 6, 7. This, he tells us, is 
ſuch a deſcription of the Son, the ſecond perſon in 
the Trinity, as puts it beyond all doubt, that he is 
not only a divine perſon, and truly God, but the One 
Supreme God with the Father, tho a diftin& perſon 
from him . Let any man of common ſenſe recur 
to the paſſage, and read ir with attention; he will 
think it very ftrange, that ſuch @ text ſhould prove, 
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or be cited to prove, the Son to be the Supreme 8 : 
which plainly ſpeaks of another perſon, who is a «+ 
unto him and above him, who raifes him to the dig- «+ 
228 of, and who:beffows a reward upon him. ? 
Therefore, ſays the Pſalmift, God, hy God, hath a 
©. anointed thee with the oil of CG aboye thy ; 
4 fellows.” Does this agree to Supreme Deity ? 
Tux fame anſwer will ſerve alſo for another text, 
which he appeals to, P/al. xcvii. 7. Worſhip him, 
<« all ye Gods Applied by the Apoſtle to Jeſus ; 


Chriſt, Heb. i. 6. Let all the angels of God wor- 
8 Hip him.” Is be the fupreme God, who is wor- 4 
ſhipped by the authority, and at the command, of 


3 another? As to what he ſays in reſpe& of the 1 
| ' faith, hope, and truſt, which we are to repoſe in him t, 
4 how does this prove his point, or. infer that Chriſt 
is the Supreme God ? . Surely the perſon ſent and 
2 0 by the Father, we may hope and truſt in, 
for all the purpoſes for which the Father gave him 
to a guilty world; we may rely on him, as abie to 
fave unto the utter maſt all thoſe who. come unto Gd 
=: nad and 02-8 whom 8 2 r 
wiſaom, righteouſneſs, &c. but without ſuppoſing 
him to be — Supreme God. Moſt of the other 
s of Scripture cited on this occaſion, as well as 
F what he offereth concerning the third perſon, will fall 
mn our way hereafter. | rf 
.. LET us now go on to what he ſays of the unity of 
Gods in his ſixth Sermon. Here he tells us, that 
oy t can be 5 one God, on that Lg clear from 
ö inciples of natural reaſan; that the very notion 
e ch is, that be is a Being of infinite un- 
limited perfect ions, and that there can be but one 
ſuch, &c. That thers can be but. one author of all 
things; and that as this truth may be knows. by the. 
light of nature, ſo it ic expr os ty and clearly revealed. 
in;Scripture, in many places both of the Old and New. 
Teſtament: —— He refers to many places in the Old 
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N Nen . Hear, O ſel; the Lord 


our God is one Lord.” Chap. xxxii. 29. Vie 


* thee it was ſhewn, that thou mighteſt know, that 2 


ee the Lord he is God, there ĩs none elſe beſides him. 


To the ſame purpoſe, chap. xxxv. 4. Pſal. lxxxvi. 10. 


Va. xliv. 6. Chap. lv. 5, Oc. Theſe and many other 


texts he mentions from the Old Teſtament, and 


might have added many more. But what is the unity 
ſpoken of in all theſe paſſages, but a perſonal _— 
This one God, this only true God, is 


alon as one perſon, and under the perſonal —— 


u, He. © There is none beſides Me, &c.” — 
Is there any the leaft hint, that this one God is more 
than one perſon, in one common numerical nature? 
EOS like it. 
iy then 0 from * New Teſta- 


Seng ſame doctrine of the unity of the Divine E/- 


* — This, by the way, is no * e.— 
He quotes Matt. xii. 3 1, 32. © The fi all the 
* commandments,is, Hear, O Hrael, the — God 


. is One Lord; and there is but One God, and there 
js none other zur He.” He tells us again, that the 
apoftle reaches the ſame doctrine, 1 Cor. viii. 4, 5, 6: 


« There is none other God, but ape; for tho there be 


© as there be gods many, and lords many; but to us 


e there is one G. —— Why did this gentleman 
here, and not read on to 11 288 


would have found this One God diſtinguiſhed as tha 


one God and Father, not only from all other 
whatſoever, but in particular from the Sn But 


44 unto us (Chriftians)-there is but Oue Cod, the N. 
cc ther, of whom are all things, a CE | 


« Chrift, by whom are all things, and we by him. 


He mentions 3 ain, 1 Tim. ii. 5. © There is one: God; = 


<« and one m iator between God and man, the man 
« Cbrift ff Jeſus.” — And Epheſ. iv. 4,6. One Lord, 
Mr one faith, h, one bapriſm, One God and Father of | 
m yy is ans and athens he 
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Axp ſince the very pinch of * controverſy, as to 


I unity, lies here, let me add a few more... 


17. W hy calleſt Me good ? there i Is e but 


« On (cs, one perſon) that is, God.” 1 v. 44. 
<« And ſeek not the honour, | that cometh from God 
«, only.” In the original it is, © from the only, God.” 


bn xvii. 3. Jeſus Crif addreſſing himſelf to the Fa- 
8 Jo Tae they might know Thee, the only true = | 
« 22 — Jeſus Chrift, whom thou haſt ſent.” Rom. iii. 


her ſa ys, cc 
| 30. * Secin it is one G dor, 4 ſceing God, who ſhall 


* . Juli c. is but . 8 (i ceimę eis 0 9eds on, Ge.) | 


: The Apoſtle is ſhewing. that one and the ſame perſon 
is the God both. .of the Jews and Gentiles. at Its 


20. “ CON beds 645 ic But God is one perſon. » And f 
is ames ii. 19. Thou believeſt In s 6 Hebe g 260 that 


od is one (one perſon till) thou doeſt well“. 


- Now let every one judge, who this one God is; even 


the. Father; the God and Father of. our Lord Jeſus 
Chriſt. He is the God. of Iſrael, the God of Abraham, 


beſides whom there is no other; no other penſan, who © 
is God abſolutely, ſupremely, or in the ſame high 
and eminent ſe e. 4 * This is the ſenſe of the term 


4 One God, in all languages, ages, and nations, where 


< the unity of God hath been profeſſed; the com- 
* mon meaning of it in the lips * Jews, Heathens, TE 


and Chriſtians.” Let it be obſerved, that it is not 
ſaid, one God in U or nature, including a plu- 


rality of perſons ; 
gent agent; and there is no other perſon who is God 


prefied, Jaccording to the nature of the Greek language, 
the maſculine adjeFive and pronoun. 


| "Tarts: gentleman and his friends have been — 

1 and ag ee a — 

| ture, God is ſpoke of 2 Inn; $: rality of per- 
poken one {ſingle per- 


ons, or where he is not { 
under the plain perſonal charaers, . 1 Thou, He, 

and Me, cc. This is the conſtant language of the 

ober Appeal, „ and 


ut one perſon, that is, one intelli | 


in the ſame high and 2 ſenſe of the word. 
N arber perſon, I ſay; the term perſon, being ex- 


the Old 


D , , , wm. 


44s 


and New Teſtament. It is every where one perſon, who 
is called the God, the one God, the only God ; Goa alone, © 
beſides whom there is no other; the only hing and 
true God; the God and Father of our Hora Jeſus 2 
Cbriſt; and is in the New Teſtament more eſpe- 
cially diſtinguiſhed by eminent and peculiar 8. 
which no perſon or being whatſoever ſhareth with Him. 
Nor is there ſo much as one ſingle inſtance to the 
contrary from the beginning to the end of the bible z 
I fay, not one. fingle inftance, where the term One God, 
can fairly be ſhewn to be uſed of any other person of 
being beſide the Father, or together with him, or any 
way to include more perſons than one. 
Wu notions; the Jeus had of this matter, in 
our'Saviour's time, is evident beyond contradiftion, 
from his diſcourſes and their objections... Every de- 
bate which ariſes between him and them, wherein this 
argument is at all concerned, ſhews it; Indeed there 
is hardly a chapter in all the goſpels in which this 
truth is not confeſs d both in bis language and their. 
The obſervation is too obvious to every attentive reg« 
der to need any mention of the particular places. 
Av if we proceed farther to the As of the Ap 
tles, we ſhall find the caſe to be, ſtill the ſame ; and 
ſo it is likewiſe thro” all the epiſtles. The language 
and ftile of the Apoſtles, even after. they had receiv=- 
ed the Promiſe of the Father, that Spirit, which was 
to lead them into all truth, is not in the leaſt altered 


% 


in this particular: there is nothing about  abſolure, | 


abſtrat# nature, eſſence or ſubſtance, including more 
perſons than one. There ſeems to be no great oe 
ſion after this to go any farther with this author : he 
whole controverſy might fairly ſtand upon this ſoun- 
dation; Fur hank think, that he had not juſtice 
_. Hs tells us, theret e, That, according to the prin- 
ciples of the light of nature, and according to expreſs 


py 


Revelation, the divine Ya Od SOONER but n 
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ſupreme God, and the works and attions peculiar to 


e ee ee of hrs, 
the Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt, theſe three 
muſt be this one ſupreme God, otherwiſe there muſt be 


three Gods; which is contrary both to ſcripture and 
Feaſon*.———— There would be ſomething in this, if 
the unity of God, that great principle both of natural 


and revealed religion, could not otherwiſe be ſecured 
and ſufficiently explained, and was not expreſsly 
in ſcripture ſet forth, and founded in the perſon of the 


Father, in the ſupreme dominion of the One God and 


Father of All, who is above all; even above the Son 


and Spirit; who were derived from him, ſent by him, 


and in all things act in ſubordination to his ſovereign 
authority and will. . ai, 7 


# 


— 


have taken to ſecure and explain the unity, will leave 


that great principle of all religion precarious and nn- 


proved, if not abſolutely deſtroyed ; for this gentle- 
man cannot but know, it he knows any thing of this 
controverſy, that it has been undeniably proved, that 
If there be three equally ſupreme in the ſame level of 


equality as he expreſſes (to paſs the contradiction inthe 


terms) there muſt be three ca- ordinate Gods, and that 


whether united in one ſubſtance, or no. To abfrat# 


83 eſſence, deity, ſubſtance, no actions, properties, 
9c. can in any propriety of language, or any intelli- 
gible ſenſe, be applied, any mote than to the word 


man or manhood in the abſtract ſenſe, nor can any 
regards be ſhewn, or applications made. And if this 


genleman will maintain three diſtinct perſons, to whom 


perſona characters and perſonal actions can be applied, 


all equal and ſupreme, on the ſame level of equality, 
he does of neceſſity, and in juſt conſequence, main- 
tain three ſupreme Gods. He pores inthe whole 
| on to be an intelli- 


courſe of this argument, each per 


gent agent, capable of the diſtinctive perſonal charac- 


and 
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Ad therefore ſince the incommunicable names of the 
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1 A afraid the method which he and his friends 
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and that moreovet theſe three are equatly ſupreme on 
the ſame level of. equality. — If ſo, how he can avoid the 
concluſion, that they are three ſupre me co-ordinate Gods, 
I cannot tell, and it concerneth him to ſhew; tor no 
ſuppoſed union of ſubſtance, nature, eſſence, to which 
no actions or perſonal characters can in any intelligi- 
ble ſenſe or propriety of language be applied (words 
to which the ſacred writings are utter ſtrangers, and 
they who uſe them can affix no ideas, nor give any 
explanation; I ſay no ſuch union, as this) can guard 
againſt the concluſion. Here let him review his ar- 
gument, and try his skill, if he pleaſes; but T could 
wiſh he would firſt peruſe with ſome attention the re- 
marks of Philalethes Cantabrigienſis upon Dr. ds 
Second Defence, p. 39—35. and allo a late defence of 
Mr. Pierce's queries, p. 19—25-  ____..._ © 
Tux truth of the matter, as far as I can diſcern, 
is this; the word God, in ſcripture, does not ſignify 
the nature, eſſence, or ſubſtance, but the dominion®, 
authority and power of the ſupreme Being, And 
when applied to him, it denotes that active intelli- 
gent agent. That He, who alone has in himſelf and 
of himſelf abſolute, ſupreme, independant power and 
dominion over all, and is the; ſupreme Lord and 
governor of the Univerſe. The author of the Ober- 
vations on Dr. W--d's Second Defence, ſhews this in a 
very ſtrong light; and that I may fix the matter once 
for all, and not return to it again, I ſhall tranſcribe a 
few more material paſſages out of hin 
Jo ſuppoſe (ſays he) one or two more ſuch per- 
ce ſons, or intelligent agents, equally poſſeſſed of the [vu 
« ſupreme, abſolute, natural, independant authority 
te and dominion over all, muſt of neceſſity make two. 
<< or three ſupreme Gods. Nor would it make any al- 
< teration in the caſe to ſuppoſe them united in | 


Perhaps it always denotes the uſe of a juſt and lawful autho- 
rity with goodneſs and wiſdom ; andatherefore a God is oppoſed to 
4 tyrant, Pal. Iii. 1. or to a perſon of great and ſupreme power, ' 
but — 5 amet of it, or arbitrarily abuſing it, or both.» 
In his fenſe the gods of the Heathen were no gods. 
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is this: © As perſon is not a name of abſtract in- 


* telligence, but neceſſarily ſuppoſeth ſulſtance; and 


yet it is the Jife and intelligence in that ſubſtance, 
** which makes the perſon to be a perſon ; ſo the 
i word of God is not a name indeed of meer ab- 


te ſtract dominion, but neceſſarily ſuppoſeth a living 
te ſubftance ; that be, whoſe kingdom (original, unde- 
ff rived) ruleth over all. And it is ſupreme, indepen- 
& dant dominion in that living ſubſtance, which ma- 


te keth God to be Go; to be our God in the higheſt 


os, rhe. 9 God, the God of the Univerſe, | 


God over all. Indeed it is a contradiction in 
et terms to ſuppoſe more than ene (more than one 
* perſon) thus abſolutely ſupreme ; ſince there can be 
te no degrees, no communication of er at 


« all. will add only one word more from a fore- 


mentioned author, Phil. Cantab. $12 Th 
de NoTHiNG isplainer, ſays he, than that if the one 
ff God and Father of all is not alone ſupreme, he 
cannot be at all ſupreme ; and, if two or three per- 
F ſons are ſupreme, equal in every thing,” (all on 
the ſame level of equality, as Mr. Sloſs ſaith) © it is 
| evident, no one of them can be ſupreme in any 


c thing. If this is not demonſtration, there is na 


F ſach thing in nature.” 
Tus, in our way of explication, the unity of 
God, that great and neceſſary principle both of natu- 
Tal and revealed religion, is truly ſecured, by the na- 


tural ſuperiority of the Father in power, 2 


and dominion, who is alone, in his on perſon, God 
abſolutely, of whom are all things; the one God and 
Father of all; the only living and trus God in the 


higheſt ſenſe, abſolutely ſupreme over all. The Son, 


* 


. tho' he 
Father, may ſtill be to us a God and Lord, and 
AS havin all power giver him both in heaven and in 
_earth,as 175 made 


things ut under his feet ; tho he be Excepted, who did 
put al things under him; and we are ready . 
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% ftnee or ſubſtance :* The reaſon which he giveth, 
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knowledge him to be Tord and Chriſt, to the glory r 


God the Father. This is the conſtant uniform language 
ol ſcripture, and all primitive antiquity. x. 


As to ſcripture, this in part has been ſhewn alrea- 


dy, by the texts, to which I have referred; and will 
yet Aber appear by a particular examination of 
thoſe texts which this author produceth for the con- 
JJC os Co, on ng 
As toprimitive antiquity, that the foregoing aceount 
ol the unity of God is every way agreeable to it, will 
eaſily be ſeen by thoſe who will conſult Dr. Clark's 
Scripture Doctrine, the Collection of Queries, the Re- 
ply to Dr. Waterland's Defence, the Remarks Phi- 
lalet hes Cantabrigienſis, the true Narrative in an- 
wer to Dr. Berryman's Hiſtorical Account; as well as 
ſeveral other writings in this controverſy. They will 
find this undeniably made out by the ſuperior titles 
(the one God, the true God, the only true God, God 
ſupreme over all) univerſally aſcribed to the God and 
Father of Jeſus Chriſt. It is very true, the anti- 
ents do aſcribe to the Son the title of God, but never 
(6 aothry; Tov dN, & Jeg may Far) the abjolute Maker 
and God of the Univerſe. And when they do aſcribe 
the former, it is always underſtood by them with li- 
mitations, and with marks of his ſubjection to the 
Father. He is therefore God, and ( Anwoueyss) Creator, 
not abſolutely, not primarily, or it the higheſt ſenſe, / 
but in ſubordination to his God and Father, and in 
the power of bis might ; only fo, that all things were 
made ( avrs) thro him, in obedience and miniſtration 
to his Father's Will. Fes e Fo NY 
Tux argue again in the ſame uniform manner, 
that the Father is never repreſented as an angel, or 
as doing the will of another, or as having any other 
above him, and acknowledging any other perſon tobe 
his Lord and God. Nay, they ſuppoſe that ſuch a re- 
preſentation of the Father would even be blaſphe- 
my; whereas it is frequently made of the Son. But 
they ſpeak of the Farber, as being ſupreme and le. 
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vereign over all; and as ifſuing out his orders, and 
giving his commands; as ſending the word, or his 


Son, in the character of his angel and minifer, to exe- tl 
cute his, will and pleaſure. Again, they never profeſs ti 
to worſhip the Sox, as being the one ſupreme God; . 
but found the worſhip of him on the ſole appointment h 
and good pleaſure of the Father, conſider it as 0 
mediatorial and ſubordinate, and contend, that only E 
the Father is to be worſhipped - as God ſupreme, fi 
thro the mediation of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt. V 
_ Tx1s is the uniform language of primitive anti- 7 
quity; and to this ſome of the moſt conſiderable. P 


among the Moderns agree: Such as Biſhop Pearſon in a 
his Apoſtles % Creed, and the learned Dr. Cudworth N t 
who thus. plainly declares his opinion; That, ac- 2 
e cording'to the principles of chriſtianity itſelf, there 
c muſt of neceſſity be ſome dependance, and /ubor-- n 
dination of the perſons of the Trinity in their re- A 
« lation. to one another; becauſe, that which is 0 
« originally of itſelf, muſt needs have ſome ſupe- r 
“ riority. and preheminence. over that, which de- t 
<« riveth-its whole Being and Godſbip from it, as the t 
* ſecond- does from the firſt alone. Therefore 
(ſays he, ſpeaking of the Son and Holy Ghoſt) 
<« neither of theſe two latter is abſolutely the cauſe 
« of all things but only the . — There is a great 3 
deal more to this purpoſe in his Intellectual Sytem. 
We have ſome paſſages as full remarkable too 
in Biſhop Bull. They who contend (ſays he) 
&. that the Son can properly be ſtiled of himſelf God, 
(or God \ underived) © their opinion is contrary to 
the catholic do&rine.” Again, * the council of Nice 
« itſelf decreed; that the Sas is only God of or 
« from. God. Now that which is only God: from + 
“ God, cannot, without a manifeſt contradiction, be. 
« ſaid to be f himſelf. God, (or God underived.) 
* And I earneſtly exhort, ſays he, all pious and ſtu- 
. dious,. young men to take heed: of ſuch a ſpirit, 
from whence {ach things as this do proceed. 


* 
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I wouLD not have mentioned theſe authorities, if 
this author had not, in his preface*, more than inti- 
timated that the fathers were with him, and that 
they who had vindicared the fathers in this point, 
had done a ſingular piece of ſervice to the church of 
Chriſt; and among the reſt he mentions Biſhop Bull. 
But how far he and the authors now referred to are 
from being in this gentleman 's way of explication, is 
very evident. They never talk of three perſons on 
the ſame level equality. They always ſuppoſe a ſu- 
periority in the Father, and a ſubordination in the S 
and Spirit. And if authorities and opinions were to 
turn the call, I leave any reader of common ſenſe to 
judge, whether Mr. 8%, or they are of moſt weight. 
Bor after all, I do agree with him, that it is 


not ſo material what the opinions of the fathers were, 
as what the ſcriptures reveal concerning the Doctrine 
of the Trinity. And I am perſuaded he will no 
more find his particular explication of it in the ſcrip- 
tures, than amongſt the primitive fathers. Let us at- 
tend him a little farther in this part of his argument, 
 AFxrTEx he has laid down his doctrine, he proceeds 
do eſtabliſh it from his own choſen text; and having 
ſhewn a diſtinction of perſons in the words, he goes 
on to explain the phraſe, mop three are one ; not, one 
witneſs (he tells us) but one being, one ſubſtance, one 
eſſence, as the word in the . plainly imports, 
according to the idiom of the Greek language. For 
the word tranſlated ONE is neither in the maſculine 
nor feminine gender, but in the neuter ; and /ignifies 
ONE THING, 'ONE BEING, ONE NATURE, 4 
c . 8 
Axp will this gentleman abide by his own criti. 
iſm ? I: believe —.— of the moſt learned of thoſe 


who eſpouſe the text and his doctrine, would have 
been glad if the word he ſpeaks of had not been of 
che gie, but af the e bee dee "be 
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not _ know: that our Saviour prays, John xvii. 1f, 


« Holy Father, keep thro thy own name thoſe that * 
&* thou haſt. given me, that they may be one, 2s we * 
& are.” and ver. 22. © That they may be one, even p 
\| ©. as We are one.” Here the manner of expreſſion in ( 
the Greek is the ſame as in his text. Does he think 8 
our Saviour prays, that his diſciples may be one be- 4 
ing, one nature, one eſſence, and even one and the 
ſame eſſence with bis Father and himſelf ? ver. 21.-— 3 
St. Paul, 1 Cor. iii. 8. ſays, He that planteth, and F 
& he that watereth, are one.” Was Apollos and St. b 
Paul one being, one nature, one eſſence © For the 1 
Greek is here alſo the ſame.— In another place : 
the ſame Apoſtle ſpeaks of the Jews and. Gentiles, 7 
and ſays, He (Chriſt) is our peace, who hath made Fe 
* both one.” Did Chriſt make both Jews and Gentiles ; 
one being © Or does not the Apoſtle rather mean, . 
that he made them one in reſpe& of ſpiritual privi- 1 
leges, there being no diſtinction between them under 6 
the Goſpel 2 Other authorities might have been 
mentioned, but theſe” are ſufficient to expoſe this 1 
author's argument founded on the idiom of the Greek ( 
language, and to ſhew what a critic. he is in the fl 
Greek language of the New Teſtament, — Why h 
this arbitrary interpretation here in this place, which 4 
will not ſuit the phraſe in any other? © | h 
Bur he goes on, © Nor is it the Apoſtle's mean- K 
<« ing, that they agree in one teftimony*.” Why is 10 


it not? Beza thought ſo, and ſo have others of | 
undoubted learning and orthodoxy. And this too N 
is the very ſubject which the Apoſtle is upon, and 
agreeable to his deſign. Unity of eſſence or being 
is plainly not the ſubject matter of his diſcourſe. He 2 
is proving that Jeſus is the true Meffah, the expeFed 1 
Saviour of mankind, He ſays, ver. 1. © Wholocver B 
te believeth that Jeſus is the Chriſt, is born of 5 
* God, Oc. He ſhews, ver. 6. that the teſtimony 2 
: Bn of. this at his baptiſm, at his crucifixion, and 5 

Al 


y the Ans and wonders done by bim, and by 
2 Page 38. ll , others 
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others in bis name, are unexceptionable teftinionies 
to the truth of his miſſion, and the authority of his 
perſon. He then proceeds, in the 7th and 8th Verſes, 
(on ſuppoſition that the th and part of the 8th are 
enuine) thus: © For there are Three that bear 
* record in heaven, Sc. 9. d. In all controverſies 
about human affairs, the politive teſtimonies of tuo 
or three credible witneſſes are thought ſufficient᷑. 
The Jews allowed it by their law to be ſo. Where-⸗ 
fore the evidence that Jeſus is the Meffiab, is eſta⸗ 
bliſhed beyond contradiction, according to their on 
notions and uſage. Here are no leſs than three wits 
#eſſes concurring in full demonſtration of this truth. 
The Apoſtle goes on, ver. 9. © If we receive the 
© witneſs of men, the witneſs of God is greater: 
z. e. If two or three credible, tho' fallible, men are 
to be depended on, when concurring and clear in 
their evidence, how much more ought we to rely on 
the teſtimony of the infallible Gop? 
IMA thus explained the text (on ſuppoſition. 
that it is genuine) with the context, to ſhew that 
this is the argument which the Apoſtle is upon, and 
that it is a conſent, or agreement of teſtimony, whicll 
he ſpeaks of, This is the eaſy natural ſcope ind 
deſign of the place. Why mult we then fancy that 
he is here talking metaphyſics, and ſpeaking of (1 
know not what) unintelligible unity of #ature, eſs 
ſence, and ſubſtance, which his ſubje& hath no cons 
cern with. So little reaſon is there for this author 
to ſay, that the Apoſtle does not, cannot mean agrees. . 
ment of teſtimony, when it is evident he can mean 
nothing elſe. The reaſon which he offers in ſupport 
of his own interpretation, is this; “ The Apoſtle 
te ſays, they are one ; not that they agree in one.” — 
But this falls to the ground, when he conſiders, (4 
he cannot but know) that the Compluten/ian edition 
which firſt publiſhed this verſe, readeth % 7 ba, 
after © tbe Father, the Word, and the Holy on 
and wholly omitteth it * the Spirit, the Matin, 
„ 5 : ; E — An | 
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« bud he Bld And Eraſmus in Wh eliob, 
upon the credit of what he calls the Codex Britan- 
nicus, alſo leaves out the phraſe in the - 8th verſe. 
And the Vulgate in both verſes reads, Theſe. three 


our author's argument ſupported now, as grounded 


on the variation of the expreſſion? I have hinted 


before, that ſeveral of the divines of the Reforma- 


tion, both Lutherans and Calviniſts, underſtood the 


place of a conſent of teſtimony. Are not they of as 
much . Feb as this author? And if the Apoſtle 
ſpeaketh 

teſtimony, what becomes of all that ſuperſtructure 
which he has built upon ſo ſandy a foundation? 
Surely it is enough to deſtroy his proof as to his 


own choſen text, ſuppoſing it were genuine. — But 


* 


. rg to other paſſages of Scripture ; and 
2 


Tux next which he mentioneth in proof of a Tri- 
nity of perſons, on the ſame level of equality, in the 
unity of the divine eſſence, is the baptiſmal form*, 


Matth. xxviii. 19. His whole reaſoning here pro- 
ceeds upon this er That it is not fit, it 
cannot be, that 


« ſame. level of equality, in the ſame divine cha- 


* ratter.” But where does he find this? And who 


told him ſo? I ſhould. call all this, which he offers 
for ſeveral: pages together, an arbitrary interpreta- 


tion and groundleſs reaſoning, if I was not afraid of 


_ offending him. But, if he is not too eager in his 
purſuit, let him ſtand. a moment, and hear what his 
great Lord and Maſter and ours ſaith, when he gave 
this commiſſion to the Apoſtles : © All power is given 

to me both in heaven and in earth; Go ye there- 
<. fore and teach all nations, baptizing them, Sc.“ 
1e this the language of ſupreme. underived Deity ? 
Can Mr. S. apply his Jevel of equality here? An 


„ 8 


which he certainly does) of a conſent of 


or hriſtians ſhould be baptized into 
ce the name of the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, un- 
< leſs they are one God in nature, eſſence, &c. in the 
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0 apply his level. - 


not ral A greeable to — id conſtant 5 
of ſpeaking 2. All things are delivered to me J 45 
“ Father;” Matth. xi. 27. The Father Joveth t 6 


4e Son, and bath. given <all things into bis hands; 
John ili. 35. A hundred paſſages of the ſame natur 
might be #3 Fber wn which be would find i IVEY; 2 
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As to the Holy Spirit, let him areal. to the fol 
lowing, paſſages. I will 3m y-the Father, and he 
cr ſhall give you another Comforter, even the Spirit 
4 of truth, the Holy: Ghoſts, whom the Father will 
« fend i in my name; John i Whom 
£ 1-will ſend unto you from. the Fut her, even the 
5 1 of truth, which proceedeth from the F ather: 
He ſhall not ſpe eak of himſelf, but whatſoever he 
te ſhall hear, that © ſhal he ſpeak; he ſhall receive f 

« mine, and ſhall-ſhew it unto you.” —— And how 


many more paſſages of this nature could I turn him 


as Can theſe things be ſaid of one who is poſſeſſed 
of ſupreme Deity? Here is no human nature to 
aſſſt im and Not friends at a pinch. The Holy 


SGhoſt cannot be conſidered as man and mediator. 
If the haptiſmal Form be compared with theſe, and 


ſuch Seriptures as theſe, it will be very far from 


proving the Son and the Holy Ghoſt the ſame. One 


| Hocke in the ſame level of equality with the Fat her. 


IT uE truth is, nothing like this is. ſaid thro the 


| hole bible in expreſs terms, but muſt be fetched 


thence by dark and diſtant conſequences, 1 in'contra- 
diction to the whole tenour of it. And certainly, 
othing like this can be the intention of the words 


15. this form. The plain meaning of them is this; our 
Saviour commiſſioneth his diſciples to enter perſons 


by baptiſm into the chriſtian Tl ion, of which the 
great God and Father. of all is Ky: ſupreme. original 


-author, the Son. the pub Wer, and the Holy Ghoſt 


geber witneſs and confirmer. .. And we can ſuppoſe 
and believe, according to the Whole Scripture-repre- 


| ein * The Father, the firſt 8 8 Kea 
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and ring of man's redemprion, can beſtow all the be- 
nefits thereof on thoſe to whom he has given his Son; 
and that the Son can perform all that lieth upon him as 
the redeemer of ſinn ers, and the mediator between God 
and man; and that the Holy Ghof# can apply the pur- 
chaſed redemption ; without ſu g each of theſe 
perſons to be the ſupreme God in the ſame level of 
Equality, Our Saviour's own account of this matter 
confirms all this. All power is given to me in 


* heaven and in earth, go ye therefore, Sc.“ It is 


plain here whoſe the original authority is, and from 
iy hom it is derived. This is the plain ſcriptural account 


of rhe matter, and our author's reaſoning here is 


fallacious, and his main point unproved. His repre- 
ſenting it therefore as abſurd to the laſt degree to 
re ject his explication, and as an actual renouncing of 
our baptiſm, is mere rant; a mean application to 
the paſſions of ignorant perſons, and unworthy of a 
ſober anſwer. Tj 

In ſeveral other parts of his performance, which I 
paſs by as below my notice. I intend only a ſut- 
ficient confutation of his main hypotheſis, and ſhall 


now follow him to another part of his deſign, which 


he enters upon at the beginning of his eighth ſer- 
| mon, 2 | ep 19S Fo. 5 © 
HERE he propoſes to prove the proper and ſus 


preme Deity of the Son and Holy Ghoſt, and their 


abſolute equality with the Father, as to their nature 
aud eſſence, and all their 2 perfections; not. 
withftanding any inferior characters they may ſuf 
tain with reſpef to the ſeveral parts N two per- 
ſons may ali in the execution of the method of grace * 
He allows, that the Son as mediator is in that reſpe the 
Father's ſervant, and in ſuftaining that character 
is inferior to bim; and that the Holy Gboß in the 
geconomy of the redemption, ſuftains the charatter of 
#be Father's meſſenger, and the charatter of the com- 


 Forter ſent by the Son, and in that reſpel may be con: 


- ny” N 8 9 1 r " K ry „ ä n 9 "I 
n 7 * « 2 * ER L Fe SRD TEE A * * =D oh * * 
v 4 n * * ng EY 9 , 
3 % 7 
* 4 
/ 
— FL 
. 7 
4 3 * 5 4 
be x * 2 
* 4 < bY 
] 5. : 
4 . F N 2 


here is 1 deal of the ſame kind 
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with reſpelt to their eſſential charamer, and with res 
ſpeF# to what they are by nature, are abſolutely equal 


with the Father, and the ſame degree of bonour is due 


to them, as can be claimed by bim, with hom 


jointly and inſeparably they are the ans ſuprems = 


| Now this, whatſoever he would have other peo- 


ple think of it, is mere invention ; a-notion advanced 
in defiance of the plain conſtant language and ſenſe 
of ſcripture. The diſtinction which he has made uſe 
of has no foundation at all there. To aſſiſt this gen- 


tleman's ſecond and calmer thoughts, let me propoſe 


to him the following obſervations. What is the defigr 
of the whole ſ{cripture-hiſtory, but to give us an ac- 
count (after God's forming this viſible world, and par- 
ticularly man, his reaſonable creature) of the conduct 
of providence towards him? When he had rebelled 


againſt his God, and forfeited his favour,” early inti- 


mations were given of a glorious ſcheme for his re- 
covery. The appointed Saviour is kept in view thro 
every age; the part which he was to act, and the 
redemption which he was to accompliſh, is ſoretold; 
and was at length fulfilled in him with great ex- 
actneſs. But the great God and Father of all is con- 


ſtantly and invariably repreſented as the original = 


ſpring and maver ; and the part which the Son was 
to act, is repreſented as delegated and committra to 
him by the Father. We could have known nothing 
at all of ſuch a ſcheme and method as this, but from 
revelation, and that has not ſaid a word of the me- 
taphyſical nature, eſſence, or ſubſtance of the Son 
and Spirit, but only declares what part they act, 


purſuance of the grand ſebeme, under the God and 


him. This gentleman's diſtinctions therefore have 
certainly no AMR in Scripture, and he is wiſe 
above what is written. An impuration often caſt 


Fut ber of all, and by authority and commiſſion from 


by this author and his friends, in peeviſn language, 


? 


Alte as inferior to-them ; yet - bath theſt/ perſons, 
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thren.— will not retaliate. To our great maſter 


Bor let me ſuggeſt another conſideration to 


him, and ask, whether it is not contrary to the 
plain dictates of reaſon, and tòô the conſtant lan- 
guage of ſcripture; nay, whether it is not even blaſ- 
ꝓphemy to ſuppoſe and aſſert of the one God and 
Father of all, who has all perfection, all power and 
dominion abſolutely in and of himſelf, original, un- 
derived, independent, that he either does or can 


act a miniſterial part, mediate to another, and be 


ſent by one to another as meſſenger and ſervant? 
And it it be, what becomes of this author's level 
of equality? How are the Son and Spirit abſolutely 


equal with the Father? He allows them to ſuſtain in- 


ferior characters; and, in reſpe& of the Holy Ghoſt, 
he cannot (as I have hinted already) come off by 
an inferior human nature; yet the Holy Ghoſt 
is the meſſenger of the Father, nay, even ſent by 


the Son, and received his revelation from bim. Can 


they be equal then to the God and Father of all, 
who never in ſcripture-language ſuſtaineth any ſuch 
inferior character? Les, he tells us, they are, as to 


their nature and eſſence; as to their eſſential cha- 


rater and eſſential perfections. Where does he find 


this? What language is it? Of the Scriptures? 


They, as I have hinted once and again, are ſtrangers 
to it; they ſpeak of it as eſſential for the fir/# per- 
fon to be unbegotten; and for the ſecond. and third 
tobe derived. or originated from him. This author's 
language confounds all religion both natural and re- 
vealed; but we know in what mint it was coined, 
and whence it was imported, thither let it return; 


it is high time to lay it aſide. But I will offer no 


force to Mr. So. Let him give other people leave 
Sc: ͤ boon oa an gt, 
Brerpzs, do the ſcriptures ever ſpeak of God any 


and with great injuſtice, upon their innocent bre- 
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and under perſonal characters? Do they ever ſpeak of 


our Lord Jeſus, or of the bleſſed Spirit, in any other 
ſtile? Is there a ſyllable of their being united in one 
common nature, eſſence, or ſubſtance? Has this au- 


thor himſelf any ideas here? Can he tell his mean- 
ing? and can he expect our aſſent till he does? Muſt 
we both believe he has a' meaning, and that his 


meaning is the truth, when the ſcriptures do not, 


＋ 


and he himſelf cannot declare it? And how is it, 
that he dares to abuſe his brethren with opprobrious 


names, and takes upon him to exclude them from 


chriſtian communion for withholding that affent ? 


Does he know in all this, what ſpirit he is of? or 


that he is not fighting againſt God and his truth? 


For the wiſdom from above is peaceable and gentle, 


as well as pure. 5 e : 
Bur he attempts to prove his point thus, by ſhew- 


ing, that 'the Sow and Spirit are the one true ſupreme 
Co, equal with the Father, &c. ſince thoſe names 


by which the ſupreme God is deſcribed to us in ſcrip- 


ture, are aſcribed to them; ſince all thoſe attributes, 


Perfections, and excellencies which are peculiar to the 
ſupreme God, are aſcribed to them; ſince, again, all theſe 


perfections and excellencies manifeſt themſelves really to 


be in them, and poſſeſſed by them, by the effects which 


they have produced; and, 45 ince that divine 


honour due to the ſupreme God alone, is claimed by 
them,” and commanded to be paid to them. 


Ir he proveth all this in the ſenſe that his ex- 


plication and profeſſed deſign requireth, he does ſome- 


thing. Bur if, on the contrary, according to the 


whole teriour of ſcripture, there is a diſtiuſtion ob- 


ſerved, obſerved with great care and exactneſs, as to 
the preheminence and ſuperiority of the one, and the 
ſubordination and inferiority of the others; if this 


diſtinction is ſo conſtantly preſcrved, that no perſon 


of common ſenſe,” integrity, and faithful enquiry, 


can well miſtake the matter, then all that he-ſays- 
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falls to the ground, and his main point retnaineth MM +# 
ſtil! unproved on the foot of ſcripture. © 
| H begins his proof of all this with reſpe& td 0 
| the Son; and firſt, as to the names peculiar to the b 
[> fupreme God, which are aſcribed to him. He pro- en 
Adauces ſeveral inſtances. The firſt name which he hi 
mentioneth, is that of Jehovah, which he ſays, is al 


an incommiunicable name, expreſſive of. ſelf-exiſtence; m 
and ſupreme Deity, never applied to a mere crea= o 


ture, were he of never ſo high a ranł f. Let him ob- ly 
ſerve, that he has here changed the queſtion, He th 
either does or might know that: thoſe whom he op- is 
poſeth, and whom he unjuſtly calleth Ariaus, do not W. 
call the Son a creature, as if he was one of th 
the creatutes which God made by him; conſe- ta 
quently, the name Jehovah might be given him, ſu 
according to their principles, tho? it were never aſ- m 
cribed to a mere creature. But to paſs that by.— th 
They farther aſſert, that if the name Jehovah is it; 
ever aſcribed to Chriſt (which they have not yet ſeen ¶ be 
clearly proved) it is with an evident diſtinction be- it 
teen him and the ſupreme God. It is aſcribed to to 


him, as the angel and repreſentative of the inviſible tic 
God the Father; not acting or ſpeaking in his own ev 
perſon, or in his own name, but in the name and W. 


zerfon of the Father. Conſequently, the titles, at- 3 
ributes and characters given of the perſon ſpeaking. fre 
or acting in ſuch paſſages, are not given as the cha- of 
' raters of the Son, but of the Father, who appeared we 
in him, and by him; whoſe repreſentative he was; ſp 
Tux ſcripture expreſsly declateth, that the Father me 
himſelf in his own perſon did never appear as viſible. tot 
Hence he is called by way of diſtinction the inviſible || M 
God, Coloff. i. 15. And St. Joby aſſerts, that ao man | to 
bath ſeen God (meaning the Father) at any time, | © 
John i. 18. and to the ſame purpoſe in his Epiſt. cb. iv. I 
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tan hath ſeen. or can Fo Theſe exprethoiis intend 
no leſs, than that God the Father did never in his 
own perſon appear viſibly to men; and that theſe viſi⸗ 
ble appearances were of the Logos, WHO appeared how= 
ever as the Father's repreſentative,. and. perſonated 


him. This, to be ſure, is the unanimous docttine o 
antiquity; and it is alſo the opinion of ſeveral of the 
moſt conſiderable men among the Moderns, whether 


of, the reputed orthodox, or others, And it is highs 
ly reaſonable to explain theſe appearances ſo, becauſe 


the perſon who aſſumes the character of Jehovah, 


is yet often repreſented as an angel, and 4 meſſenger, 
which cannot without great abſurdity. be applied to 
the Supreme God. Any rational and fair interpre= 
tation of ſuch texts, which keepeth clear of this ab 
ſurdity, ſhould therefore certainly be embraced by any, 
man of ſenſe, who at the ſame time is concerned for 
the honour of Divine Revelation, and would have it 
ſtand clear of every ſeeming inconſiſtency. It would 
be too tedious to attend this author in all his in- 
ſtances, and ſhew how eaſy the matter is according 
to the method of explication which I have men- 
tioned; but how much greater a difficulty, nay, 


even what abſurdity lies upon his hands in his owt 


wy n oat ax $64 cal HASTE 
Tax firſt inſtance mentioned by him is taken 


from Ja. xl. 3.“ The voice of him that erleth in the 
* wilderneſs, Prepare ye the way of the Loxp.” The 


word he  obſerveth, is Jebovab, and the 1 ge 
ſpoken of Chriſt, ſince it is applied to him, Matt. Il. 
3. Now is not this eaſily aceounted for y the 
method of interptetation above? and by the cuſs 


tomary language of Scripture in-other places? This _ 
Meſſenger, John the Baptiff, may vety well be fad 
to go before the face of God, as being ſent befors 


the face of him who is the ambaſſador of God 
who ſuſtained his perſon, was his image, and his re- 
preſentative in a more excellent manner than an 


erbe, anti or perſes min i eee, 
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ment ever was. If Chriſt thus in a more perfect 
manner repreſented his Father, the meſſenger 
ſent before the face of Chriſt might very well be 
ſaid to go before the face of God. "Parallel places 
would have cleared this matter. In Marki. 2. it 
is ſaid, © Behold 7 ſend my meſſenger before thy 
. face, which ſhall prepare thy way before thee.” 
Who is it now that ſays this to Chriſt > Malachi ſays 
plainly, that it is the Lord of Hoffs who ſpeaks theſe 
words to Chrift, Chap. iii. 1. and Chriſt is in the ſame 
verſe called the meflenger of the covenant. Can this 
agree now to the Supreme God? Is he a meſſenger 
to another ? It is the Lord 0 Hoes, who uſeth this 
language to (hriſt, and tells him he will ſend his meſ- 
ſenger before him. The I who ſpeaketh can be no 
other than the God and Father of Chriſt, who maketh 
this promiſe unto him. Let Mr. S/ confider again, 
John i. 6, 7. There was a man ſent from God, 
_ © whoſe name was John, the ſame came to bear wit- 
* neſs of the light.” Here again, God ſent this meſ- 


ſenger to bear witneſs of him, whom the Evangeliſt 
calls the light of men, ver. 4. i.e. that divine perſon 


by whom God was pleaſed to make a more perfect 


[5 revelation of himſelf and his will to mankind, It is 


God ſtill who ſent his meſſenger before the face of 
Chriſt, upon his coming down from heaven as the 
light of men, more fully to reveal the Father to us — 


Let him conſult Dr. J/hithy on Matt. iii. 3. who 


mentions the arguments above, and tho' at that time 
in the ſcheme of reputed orthodoxy, frankly confeſſes 
they muſt be fully refuted, before any man can prove 
from ſuch texts, that Chriſt is God, the ſame in ef 
ſence with the God of Iſrael. ONLY" 
Tux ſame manner of interpretation, which is 
_ gprecable to the whole ſtrain of the Old Teſtament, 
ſetteth aſide his next inſtance ®, from Ja. xlv. 21, &c. 


Who hath told it from that time? Have not I the 
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« me, a juſt God, and a Saviour; there is none be? 


ce earth, for I am God, and there 1s none elſe: 
cc Surely ſhall one lay, in the Lord Jehovah have I 
ce righteonſneſs and ſtrength. —In the Lord Jehovah 
c ſhall all the ſeed of {/rae/ be juſtified.” One would 
naturally think there could be no difficulty in diſ- 


cerning who it is that uſeth this language, and of 


whom theſe things are ſaid. Could this author poſſi- 
bly miſtake the perſon of whom the Prophet ſpeake 


eth, if he attended to the conſtant ſtile of the Pro- 


phet? Who is it that J/aiah calleth every where thg 


Lord God, the God of Iſracl, Sc? If he will turn 


no farther backward than to the beginning of chap. xlit, 


he may ſee this made out beyond all contradidtion, 


« Behold my ſervant, whom I uphold ; mine elect, 
« in whom my ſoul delighteth: I have put my ſpirit 


« upon him; he ſhall bring forth judgment to the 


© Gentiles : —— Thus faith the Lord, he that created 


« the heavens, and ſtretcheth them out; - I the Lord 


ce Jehovah have called thee in righteouſneſs, and 
F* will hold 7hine hand, and keep thee, and give thee 


« for a covenant of the people, for a light of the 


« Gentijes, — I am the Lord Jehapah, that is my 
© name, and I will not give my glory to another, c. 


Is not here a perſon plainly diſtinguiſhed from Chr if , 


and calling him his ſervant, his elect, upon whom he 


will put his ſpirit, and by whom he will bring forth 
judgment or ſalvation to the Genti/es ? And does not 


this ſufficiently explain the paſlage which he has pro- 


duced? Can it be any other perſon who uſes this lan- 


guage concerning Cbriſt, than God the Father, whom 
Thriſt in his debates with the Jews calleth hig 
Father and his God, and whom, he lays, they called 


their God ? Can Chriſt be the Jehovah here, and 


uſe this language of himſelf > And does not this ex- 


lain who is the perſon ſpeaking in the ſame language 
ja a parallel place? The obſervations ec by 


Which he would illuſtrate and confirm his point, wil 
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not upon examination appear to have any weight in 
them, but rather to make againſt him. Jt muſt be 
Chriff, he ſays, that is ſpoken of, Who is thus called 
JeHoVAH, and beſides whom There is none elſe, &c. 
Why ſo ? Becauſe it is He to whom the ends of the 
earth are to look, and from whom the Gentiles are 
fo ſeek ſaluation; and who was to be a light to the 
Gentiles ; bur has he never read of his being given 
| by another to be a light to the Gentiles © Has he 
never read of God's ſawing us according to his own 
purge and grace which was given us in Chriſt Jeſus F 
2 Tim. 1. 9. Is not the Father ſaid in many places to 
be God our Saviour, who ſaveth us by Jeſus Chriſt > 
and whereas he faith, that Chriſt is here ſpoken of, 
becanſe he is the righteouſneſs of believers ; has he 
never read, that Chrift is made unto us of God, wise 
om, righteouſneſs, ſanttification and redemption ? 
1 Cor. i. 30. and that we are made the righteouſneſs 
of God in him . And it may not here be amiſs to re- 
member, that another Prophet ſays of Jeruſalen 
te This is the name whereby he ſhal! be called, the 
* Lord or Jehovah, our righteouſneſs.” Jer. xxxiii. 
16,—— Again, whereas he ſays it muſt be Chrif 
| Whom Iſaigh ſpeaks of, and that he muſt be theJeho- 
wah, becauſe the Prophet fays, to him every knee 
5. ſhall bow,” ſince this is applied to Chriſt, Phil. ii. 
10. I was amazed that he ſhould bring his text as his 
youcher, when it is added there, Thar every tongue 
£ ſhall confeſs, that gens Chriſt is Lord, to the glo- 
* ry of God the Father.“ Does he thus prove 
Chrift to be the Supreme God, to whom every knee 
is to bow by the command and authority of another? 


and whom A tongue Is. to confeſs to the glory of a- 
a 


pother?—He ſays again, that Chriſt muſt be the Je- 
$ouah or Supreme God in that paſſage, becauſe i 
the New Teftament we read, that he is confitated 
the judge of the World : © For we ſhall all ftand be- 
& fore the judgment-ſcat of Chriſt. Does he conſider 
f Is be the Supreme God, who is cus, 
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ituted or N judge ! y another? Or can 
the Supreme God be conſtituted to an office? Has 


he never met with this text; The times of this 


« jgnorancę God winked at, — becauſe he hath ap- 
ee pointed a day in which he will judge the world 
& in righteouſneſs, by that may whom he hath or- 
ce qdained.” —— But this is the misfortune, when 
men will fit down to their Bibles encumbered with 
an hypotheſis, which muſt be ſupported at any rate, 
whatſoever becomes of the reputation of Scripture, 


and how inconſiſtent ſoever it is repreſented by this 


means with itſelf. — © Like Procruftes in the fable, 
« if a text is too ſhort for them, they ſtretch it in 
ce their comments till it is long enough; but if they 
e find it too long to ſuit them, they uſe juſt the con 
c trary method in the citation of iitt. 

Hrs other inſtances are ſtill leſs pertinent, if poſſi- 


*% . 2 


| ble : He quotes Ia. viii. 1 ; 9 o Sanctify the Lord , 


« Hofts, and let him be your fear and your dread. 


This, he ſays, and the name Jehovah, muſt be un- 


erſtood of Chriſt, becauſe in the next verſe che is 
aid to be a fone of tumbling and a rock of offence 


to Jſrael; and St. Peter applies theſe two expreſſions 
to our Saviour, 1 Pet. ii, 6. He does fo, but in 


ſuch a manner as overthrows out. author's whole 
ſcheme. The Apoſtle ſays, © It is contained in 
« Scripture, Behold I lay in Zion à corner-fons, &cc. 
_ Chriſt is the corner-fone by which the two parts of 


the n the Jeus and Gentiles, are united; but 
then he is /a 


appointed? 


Tus reſt of his proofs are anſwered in the ſame 


a, and. therelre pere e ©. parricular cont 125 
1— — 


id, appointed, and fixed for this purpoſe 
by another, even by his God and Father, who is the 
Lord of Hoſts, and ſays, * I lay in Zion, &c.” Does 
he thus prove Chriſt to be Jehovah, the feen ent 
Kkupreme Gop, by a text which diſtinguiſheth Chriſt, . 
the perſon fixed and appointed for an office, from the 
felf-exiftent ſupreme Gov, by whom he was fixed and 
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of his arguments upon the name Jehovah. It does 
nor 7 upon the whole, that any perſon beſides 
the Father is called, in a ſtrict and proper ſenſe, Je- 


 bovah any where in Scripture: And the ſame Scrip- 


ture which affirms Jehovah to be the one God, and 
the one God to be Jehovah, ſays alſo, that Jehovah 
is the Father, and the Father the one God. If it 
could, in this author's way, be ſhewn that Chriſt 
and the Spirit were the Jehovah, this would prove 


; them one perſon with the Father, and eftabliſh mere 


Sabellianiſm, a doctrine which he pretends to diſ- 
claim. Nay, I cannot ſee but that, upon his princi- 
ples, the ſame abſurdity muſt be admitted in reſpect 


of Jermſalem, whenever the promiſe concerning it is 


accompliſhed, which I have mentioned above. 

"He proceeds in the next diſcourſe to the names 
of Lord and God, which, he ſays, are given to Chriſt 
in ſuch a ſenſe, as they can only be given to the true 


God, the ſupreme God. He allows, They are given 


ſometimes to the creatures in an improper and fign- 


rative ſenſe ; but the caſe is infinitely otherwiſe when 


the word Gop is applied to the Son; that there is no 
diminutive epithet added to him, whereby we are 
uarded from miſtaking him for the ſupreme God. — 


Wis eb ſtrange that a man ſhould aflert this with 


{o much affurance, which every perſon who can. but, 
read may diſcover to be otherwiſe. — His firft in- 
ſtance he takes from John i. 1. The Word was 
«with God, and the Word was God.” He fays, 


\ The context is ſo far from inſinuating any thing to 


derratt from the proper Deity (his argument requires 
him to fay, from the ſupreme Deity) of the Son, that 
there are other attributes adden, which prove him 
undeniably to be the e For it is expreſsly 


ſaid, that all things were made by him, and without 


him was not any thing made that was made. 
I ſhall obſerve hereafter the plain diſtinction made in 


r i 


| the original between the Father, of whom it is here 


ſaid, 


tion. What I have ſaid, will fully ſhew the amount 
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ſaid, that he is the God, and the Word, of whom ie 
is ſaid, that he is God, or 4 God. I ſhall now take 
notice of the expreſſion, All things were mads 1 8 | 
BY HIM, or. THRO' RIM. And ſo far is it from 
proving that Chriſt, or the Word, was the ſupreme 
God and Creator of all things, that from the very 
nature of the language it proves directly the con- 
trary. For to ſay, that all things were made (Je 7 
des) by or thro” the ſupreme God, is a downright 
ſoleciſim, as all who underſtand Greek muſt know, 
and as Philo the learned Jeu, and Origen and Eu 
ſebius have obſerved. The phraſe implies neceffarily, 
that the perſon ( £,. by or thro' whom all things 
are made) is only the ſubordinate, miniſterial, or 
inſtrumental agent in the work of creation, and the 
Father alone the original ſupreme creator, who cre- 
ated all things ( 9% Xexs,) by or hre Chriſt, as 
the Scripture in ſeveral places explains itſelf; and 
this way of ſpeaking it is almoſt impoſſible for any 
man to miſtake who has any tolerable notion of the 
Greek language, and attends ever ſo little to the rea- 
ſon of the thing. Chriſt the Word then is not here, 
nor any where elſe in Scripture, called or ſuppoſed 
the abſolute ſupreme Creator of all things, and 
therefore is never characteriſed with the title of CY. 
ator, but himſelf ſtiled the firſt- horn of every creature, 
Col. i. 15. in the ſame ſenſe as he is the f- horn 
from the dead, ver. 18. Nor is Chriſt here. ſo much 
as ſtiled God; for it is not ſaid, be is God; it is only 
ſaid, he exiſted in the beginning with God, and was 
| God, as God the ſupreme God's miniſter and repre- 
ſentative agent, both in the creation and in all the 
diſpenſations of the Divine will to mankind. So that, 
in truth, there is not a paſſage in all the Scripture 
more repugnant to this author's whole ſcheme, than 
what he has here alledged for it. What St. Jobs 
plainly jintimates is, that the Word, who under the 
a dipenlarion, and from the beginning. of the 
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8 peculiarly charactexiſed as the <be 
Son f God, ver. n Which is a e 


tho they were called Zlobim, Gos. He deſcribe 
the Word as a perſon who was with God in the be- 
and wa concerned in all former diſpenſa- 


tions, ur of whom men had Ittle or no 5 | 


they knew that God made the world, 
but that he made it by another glortous 8 Who 
was then with him, was in 4 great meaſure not ap- 
PTS. - The Jeuur, dete, knew that G 
oyed the miniſtration $7 an angel in t 


deren got Any ding 


ſaid enough 6 to ive us high notion of the dignity 
of this perſ 


ther he uſes the article, and ſo denotes t Abſolute- 


neſs of his Godhead; ; Me i cee ni 2 „ Thb 
eme or any Gb. In 

ſpeaking of the other perſon the article of diſtinction 
is omitted, whenever he calls him Gua, or 4 Divine 


&« Word: vat with the ( 


perſon ; nad 36%; Tv f %, * And the Mord war 4 Di- 


vine perſon, or a God. And moreover, this very Lagos, 
thus 1 God in the firſt verſe, we find in the . 


fourteenth called be only-begutten of the Furber ; 


which is a de ſcription of him, as havin bad his ort h 
oor wa him. —.Is he chen the N , 


n Sn be [unify © bir 

Rohan al ns ts 

as as, fat: e to be 4 to 

| wie ot, and Aaron was to be Ns 7 Exod, 
10. VII. I. 


r | | 2 5 | " who 


divine title Seer iven to any of the ungels, 43 


Wonderful things Lech to the een, 4 

was done) of that na- 
ture was done 5 the Word, or the Meſſiab, was 
probably a myſtery. To be fare, rhe Evangeliſt has 


2s a3 FN. g. 3g. 


he hardly could have taken more 

care to — els his inferiority to the Father. For, 
beſides vit I have obſerved on the third verſe, it is 

obſeryable in the firſt, that in ſpeaking of the Fax 


23-23-0800 


hs” 5 


. 
4 
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141. 


he was with in the ? Is he not plaj 
diſtinguiſhed from him? "He | called a God; 


this title is often given without- implying yl 
Deity ; and evidently ſo given to the Logos in this 


place. 


He brin another inftance;/ but as unkapplly- 


choſen as the laſt; * Thy throne, O God, is fos 
« ever and ever“ Here, ſays he, Chriſt is ho, 
in ſuch a ſenſe as can only be aſſumed by by HIM that 


is the ſupreme G. Let him read on, and then 


let him x hos ſuch a concluſion, if he can. Thou 


ce haſt loved righteouſneſs, and hated iniquity, theres 


«© fore God, even thy God (or © God, eva rm 
2 anointed thee with the on of gladne 

& fellows.” ſal. xlv. 6. Heb. 4 8. What 7 — 
there no * minutive expreſſions here (as he phraſes 
it) to detract from his ſupreme Deity? Can be he 
the ſupreme God, who has one to be a God unto him, 
and to beſtow a reward upon him ? Could any thing 
but a reſolute attachment to an unreaſonable bye: 
cheſs blind « man fo far as this? 

his 


er inftances, which are all of the ſame kind. 


Thi rei if the ang have obſerved before, 
is this: 1 lainly taken in indiffo- 
rent ſenſes in Scri ho' the Scripture calls 


Gods 


© magiſtrates i ws fs: and 


cc in another ſenſe, and Chriſt God in a third and 


ce higher ſenſe different from both (as being that 
V Lord or God, M5 me my RE are all 


* things) yet it is nevertheleſs yon Oh and 1 


« conteſtably true, that in the hi higheſt 
ce ſolute ſens 


« alone has all perfections, and all dominion in . 
SE r rl 
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who was thus Aether from another 3 or is he the — 
very ſame individual ſi B God with bim, wom 


chend it is needleſs to attend him an al 


there is but one — as that iſles | 
« « the. frft canſe, of whom are all things; or Him, who | 


inal, red. independent on 


2 is e 8 55 15 5 40 
| 3 y of Tak is fe 


© feRivns, 
opera be two or 
thees NT be antivided 15 meta Nees 4. 
9 A or ſubſtanc | ab or no. Does metaphyy cal eflence 
acted from all confi deration of un- 


wo bethe ng wi, power 
Hx next p e l l Gn mh poet 


al thoſe © begeben which are peculiar to the 

by which 5 5 Fo; _ . ſoon * 
s truly. Go, in the e, the 

God, Sg one eſſence ale 

would be ſufficient ro ſay in anſwer to this, that a- 
cording to the conflant din of ſcripture-language, 
whatſoever: the Son is, lod from the Father; ng 
whatſoever excc perſections he is p 


conftruftion; ſpeaks of him in any other langu 
There is not any one Iſles” @& t I know Ty 
which the 1 . Mirae: diſtinction is not fr ity 


| ac, * he. ar be 1815 


Bur our author produces one oe der texts bebe: 
in je ihe os e e ane Sa 


GL ii. 9, 10. © Beware, left any man 


1 1 phy and vain Nr Se. for in 5 
« (in'Chrift) dwclleth zul che fulgels of the 12 5 


© head "al Nigel and | wer, &c.” On this 
occaſion! he flouriſhes thus: Here it i 15 2ot "ſaid," that 
Wo dwells is him, but the Gon ; that "it 1 1 


> Met Pra mc. p. 7 0 + , $1164 1 


+ Pag. 220, 222, 


r BG ES ono or, ! 


the Father t. Now it 


ere 


ſeſſed of, they are Bs this Father. 1 do not know. 
one text, which, taking in Ir context, and in br 


? eme Cod in the 


E in him, which is the 


We on rendered 


4 


— a 
DAS a = 


Dy -KEE $$ 


h 
75 a 


verse 0 THE e 0 , 7 

aut ondy fo, but; ALL the fulneſs. * the godbead.: 72 
hee Lays, is an expreſſion. Ja bigh.and , 10 
and holds forth: the nature, mw Zace, pas | 275 of 
the ſupreme God.in fo Arong a manner, that it ts. 9p! | 


10 conceive how the divine maturs of Chris 71 I. 4 


evidenced to murtals in language more fognifreant 
_ AFTER. a fair examination of this d . 4 : 
not find any reaſon for ſo high a tranſport... 


End i in the firſt place, that the word Nüne 8 g 
nifies the divine, 1 or ſubſtance. Whencgever N 


that is ſpoken of, 70 9 the term, 4. I. 
| % We oe not to t the Godhead'( Bog 

gag fence, 1 lie unto gold or ſilver, S, 1 
the, next place, if in his ſenſe, . all. the Tuineſs. of..t 
5 ar that is, all the divine « ſence, nature | 


ſubſtance, dwell in Chriſt, what: s he : eſcryed | = 


the God, and Father of Chriſt 3 to paſs. c 
Ir is plain, that St. Pau ö aketh, of 4 ful 
which Chriſtians might be filled with, as well a 
Chriſt. This does not appear ſo well in bur trans 
lation, but this author, l 05 or auld | know. what 
appears in the e Je ho bd Rav been rens 
dered, and 7e have bee d\.by him ? „nt is 
& 2, e nd » Filled? ud ? Witch th 
fulneſs of the adhead, to be ſure : But what 


el 8 wich all the perfeckions of the 


It p means therefore a fulneſs or lenty. 
venly wen? e dge, commu 0 7 — 


Ghei, 81 Chrilt i e 
0 ex; that they 4110 1 3 ide 
An 2 s W eto. 


by Tg is, whey 2 all . 


| ES 


chy 2 . 5 
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this author's fake. with all the fulneſs of the. 9 5 | 
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. Yi ab rone, here; thar this hields forth 
F being filled: with the divine eſſenoe: Some Ex- 
Fe ave talked ſomething like it — Again, it is 

elle e “That the Go of our Lord Jeſus 

Ec: 2 -br 2 ap Father w glory, has put all things-un- 

| * Chr 's feet, and given him to be head over 
"all things to the church, which is his body, the 


id Much the ſame kind of expreſſion we have, 
Jobs i. 16. Ol his fulneſs have we all received, 
and grace for grace,” or grace in proportion to 
His grace. , Agreeably to this again, the Apoſtle had 


Rid! in 4 pralle lacę in this very epiltle, 'chap. i. 19. 
P the Father, that in him ſhould all 
g 1 fülgels well.“ Can this now prove Chriſt to be 


r Nor it pleaſe 


8 "ſupreme God, in the fn of all divine per- 
ns, who receiveth his fulneſs by the gift, and 
= the will and pleaſure of another? But to il- 
uſtrate this matter a little farther: What is the ar- 
18 and defign which the Apoſtle is purſuing? 
hat is the idea which he here had before his mind? 
WE the = alluſion which wy 1. in 3 
ding the Colgſſans againſt their judai 
either: . fle ara among ther” ſpecious 
prerences, they might u a wt with the extraor- 
dinary manifeſtation of 
rious* reſidence among em in the tabernacle and 
78 of old, Sc. — © Let not ig, not any thing 
e this, move you (ſays he:) God dwelt in Jeſag 
of Chriſt in a way more extraordinary, in- a manner 
4 mort glorious and beneficial to Chriſtians t 
&'ever he did among the Jews. The compariſon is 
F vattly to the advantage of Chriſt and his religion, 
* and turns ont” to their ſhame, and your glory.” As 
* Þave , received Chriſt Jeſus the Lord, fo 
alk ye in bim oaren and built up in bim, aud 
Pil inthe faith, as ye have boenyaught, abounding 
therein with” chan giving. He adds then, Beware 
e man ſpoil * Toro * loſo ophy, * vain 


lacgit, 


Pe” HIM that flleth all in all, chap. i. 19— 


E age een zg. 


to the Jews,” his glo- 


reren 


16+ 
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deceit, zer the tr tr, radition.of men, after at ? 
; "the 2 la, and nat After 2 11 3 # 8 15 
eth all the. fulneſs of 4 ad. f 2 


. in * 2 10 


to the, 2 os So Note: 
and learned Mr, er Br wh 5 12 he: APR read 
and | conſidered, theſe. impartially, he will . de what 
becomes of his vain. and 1 Fan an triumphs, 1 
Tux impartial part of mank ind muſt judge whes 
ther this is not agreeable to the deſign and Argu- 
ment of the Apoſtle: and if it is, what, becomes of 
that wiſe obſervation of his with reſpect to the Semi. 
Arians, another name of reproach without a mean · 
ing? All that he ſays with reſpect to them, amounts 
to ws That Chriſt, in his 555 and opinion, cane 
not be Cad at all, unleſs. he be the God and Father 
727 all; unleſs he be the God.and Father of PHE Lord 
Je {Us Chriſt; 77 0 6. ;unleſs, he be the God and Father | [ 
7 nat hus he confounds the perſons, and cows | 
founds all Ph 1 and the Scriptures themſelves. 
And. let him know, chat he is not in all this arguing 
againſt thoſe whom he abuſiuely calls Semi-Arians, 
but againſt a plain 10 . dne 1975 
ſerred from one end 1881 Bible to rf. other. 
Tux next paſſage of ee which gur 
proceeds. to , is chat remarkable one Phil L.-11.;.5, 6. 
Let this mind be. in you @wwbich.. was . alſo in Chrif 
Jeſus Who being in the he form of Gad, thought. it pot. 
—— 0 he equal — Cad, &c. e he puts on 
his uonted affürance; bur with, little 1 7 3 be 
would have been at the pains to conſult, what ſeyeral. 
learned men (of the firſt rank). have offered upon this 
text. He Os. have known, the . Are he. 
| Bennet, all give. — his interpretation. Theſe, were 
eſteemed (what is mig N ” ort and 
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7 of 1 he 


Sete be ge cal 6 Ho ir of th 
traty dheit eee 1 the 
lanes, Dee (or ik). ſhould be ſufficient 
7 1 78. be la mentioned 


In. us) a | ong 5 1 e e upon "his 


text for e thirt nd roundly aſſerts 
2 ok 25 at t. Pan does not ſpeak one 
Hel, 70 125 S divine. nature here at all; but. only 


treats. of: the. humiliation and. exaltation of hi human 
nature : from whence the Apoſtle draws an argument 
fer, our prattice 57 Pay and condeſcenſion. TD 

"<a DON'T mention all chis as if J expected that this 
gentleman ſhould ſubmit to mere authority, and be 
determined by the opinion of pthers, where he thinks 
bis oon ſenſe. can be fairly, upported by Scripture, 

L d. reaſon, and, juſt criticiſm. . I would not be ſo 
determined 4 8155 nor am I expecting it from him. 
His explication therefore, and the reaſons by which 
le ſupports, it, muſt be examined. He tells us, that 
by the for or 14 of . Cad, we are to underſtand the divine 
nature and eſſence, and that it 5 capable of no other 
meaning. I bat is very ſtrange; ſince, I | macho it 

Will be found that the wor Sn never be 

ſc in any. one place of Scripture, and perhaps 

8 impoſſible I it Ang be the 5 nſe here . he w 

means an appearance, likeneſs, or: A ho 
Paul. ace determines the ſenſe of it in the very 
next verſe. He took upon him the form of a 2 
or {lave ; i. e. the appearance or likeneſs of one, — 
Now in order to ſhew that his ſenſe cannot be true, 
let us conſider what it is that Chriſt is here ſaid 85 
4 himſelf of. Is it not the form 75 God. Which 
he had. before? And is it not plain alſo, that he | 
took upon 1 5 another form, even that af a ſervant 
or {lave?, But if the ferm of God is the nature, 


* See Iſa. xliv. 13. where it is plain that deres (in the, tur 
agint) 1 15 e fame as chr, Compare Heb. J. 3. _ | 
: _ eſſence, 


„ cen ty rn ronnnccnycs o6©ECGCE9) 48 


pole ch . 55 dould empty himſe 
e nature, eſſence, omg & C Wir 
bir Ents it Chriſt” 5 equal 8 Go 7k 
all divine perfections, origin equal, what occaſii 
could there be for St. Pau 8 ratio 1 
writer) to tak of robbety in the caſe? This mut 
be wholly ſuperflaous, as it ftayds joined" with the 


firſt part of the verſe, according to this aiithor's'ex- 


d. Hle talks of the learned world #/ing the 
word in that ſenſe at that Ge viz. as fun 

nature, eſſence, &. f he ſpea s of the.Greek . 
it is a miſtake, and his aſſertion has no foundation. 


He talks of the' 3 pro vidence of God banding down allu- | 


18 


Hong to the cuft ? times; ſo that at weed 
not be at a loſs, &c. II 14 applies this to his own 
interpretation, it is a fond way of talkir 5 "The 
Scripture-doctrine of the "Trinity would have been 
18 Yreſerved, and the peace of Chriſtians bette 
cred, if the world had never heard a word of any 
h explications as his are; and I imagine the Pro- 
vidence of God cannot be ge into any concern 
about them. 3 
Bur to leave ſuch reveries as. theſe F let us fee 
whether the ſenſe of the place may not be fixed by 
an interpretation agreeable to che content, and the 
whole tenor of Scripture; which muſt 


overthrow his, and even ſhow that his cannot be the 


ſenſe. I ſhall therefore give what I take to be the 
true ſenſe of this remarka le paſſage of Scripture e in 
a ſhort paraphraſe, and then 6 * it with pro . 
notes; leaving the whole to fis ſecond th thoig its, 
and the judgment of the im wy reader. . 4 


twelfth verſe.” Look not every man bn bis own things, 
but every man alſo on the Thee? of "others. Ler this 
mind be in jou, which was alſo in bre ** - 
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e being in the form of God, thought it not robbery 
1 be equal with God, &c. q. d. Let no one amongſt 


« you be ſet upon pleaſing his own humour, or 
« mitiging his own private credit or intereſt only, or 


cr chiefly, but have alſo a juſt regard to the benefit 
cc of his fellow-chriſtians, and a real deſign to further 
« and promote it. By ſuch a beneficent and con- 
« deſcending diſpoſition you will beſt imitate the 
« example of Chriſt himſelf, our great Lord and 
_« Pattern: Who before his incarnation, tho' he was 
* in che form or likeneſs of God, (and often appear- 
« ing in it to the patriarchs, Ec.) yet was not eager 


* or over-deſirous of retaining that glory, ſo as to 


© be unwilling to diveſt himſelf of it for fo great a 
« good to mankind as the procuriug their redemp- 
« tion. and ſalvation ; but willingly, and with great 


ct humility and kindneſs to ns, diveſted himſelf of 


* that form, and took upon him the likeneſs or ap- 
cc pearance of a ſervant, when he aſſumed our na- 
ce ture. And tho his e e man was a great in- 
ce ſtance of humility and condeſcenſion, bs he did 
* not ſtop there, by living as a mean and ordinary 
© man; but he humbled hitnfelf ſtill farther, by be- 
© coming obedient unto. death, even the death of 
c the croſs. For which great and wondrous conde- 
cc ſcenſion and goodneſs, God has now exalted him 


& to a higher degree of glory and majeſty than he 


& had before; has beſtowed upon him an authority 


and power over all creatures both in heaven and 


* on earth, and has tequired all to ſubmit to him 
ct is the uniyerſal Governor and Saviour, to the 
d glory of God the Father, who has thus exalted 


« him, and inveſted him with this authority and do- 


the form or 
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440 ks T5; = + 6534 tie 
eſs. 5 of. God; 972. Lops glory. and RN in L 
he Pen FR appeare u yt 0 Aan, 1 
as the image and repre entative. of 155 inviſible. Fa- 
* whom vo man, hath ſcen' at any A or. can 
The fore-mentioned, Dr. Bennet ſhews largely, 
8 Ply this was the conſtant. doarine, of the primitive, 
writers; and he goes. thro! and explains moſt of the, 
inſtances in a large iflertation, which effectually con- 
futes what this. author has adxanced as to the name 
7 being applied to Chriſt, Ec. Or elle, 
g in the form of God, may refer to. the authority, 1/8 
ee, and 1 Which he, was, intr ſted with, 
hi coming 
into the > : this author con ae "Pier 8 Pa- 5 
raphraſe, and No otes on the Phbilippiaus. 8 
,HowEveR,, which of theſe ſenſes ſoevel i 18 pitch d 
upon, it is plain the form of God cannot Fant the. 
nature, eſſence, or Fu fections, of God. The Word. 
Wenn, denotes (as J have ſaid); Likeneſs, ſage, or 4. 
xearance. But would it be an 'captelBog rolerible. 
or proper to ſay, that 20 who is the Supreme God in 
nature, eſſence, c. appeared in, his own Hape or 
likineſs ? Or has hy the le countenarice i in any. 
art of the Bible? Beſides, & dee, Oes is op ppoſed to 
his being & wages Sas. But was Chtiſt really 775 truly 
a ſervant or ſlave? He ſtooped to ſervile offices in 
ſeveral inſtances; he came not to be miniſtered unto, 
Put to miniſter; But was he really, or in condition, 
a ſervant or //ave? No. He only, acted 7 7 ng 
as a ſervant; and thus appeared. 74 th Fal c of ape, 
Conſequently his being in the form of does . | 
Fenty his being the. Supreme 000 in nature and / 
ence ; but his ſuſtaining the character and likeneſs | 
of God, in ſome inſtances, before his incarnation. 
Thus the force and beauty. ph, the following words, 
dag derb &i, 1s pet red, the 1 more _ 
natural, and the connexion - plainer. Th 5 Tho' Þ e Was in 
1 re of; Gog, Yet he e 7 Mar 24 
| as God; bit, on th P contra 
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of a ſervant. 


As to the phraſe x dH jonrere, the ſenſe of 


ws 


this I have given in the paraphraſe: He did not covet 


or greedily catch at being honoured as God. And 


what this author ſays as to &gmypd and drmyyds, as 
not being {ynonymous, but of difterent ſignifications, 
I ſhall take this for mere confident aſſertion, till he 
produces his proofs. It does not appear (as I appre- 
hend) that dgmy@s is uſed by any author except St. 
Paul, and thoſe that quote from him or comment 
upon him. But we find a great many words derived 
from one and the ſame verb, which in the Greek 
language are uſed both in the neuter and maſculine 
gender exactly in the ſame ſenſe : ſuch as Barnous 


and Barnett, ence and gungud's, If and paws: | 
to which I could have added a great many more in- 
ſtances. And it lies upon this author to ſhew that 


he caſe of the word under queſtion is different. 


As to the other phraſe, 20 dz: {os Guß, which our 


tranſlators render equal with God, it has no ſuch 


ſenſe in Scripture, or in any Greek writer whatever: 


And Dr. Mbitiy has by various examples ſhewn, 
that it imports no more than to be like God. I refer 
this author to him : and he may read him at his 
leiſure. There needs no more (I think) to wreſt this 
text out of his hands, ang to ruin all his triumphs 


from it,. 
153746 5 1 1 5 1 


n The letter from the churches of Vienne and Lyons to the 


prches of Aa was written ſo early as the year 177. How they 
5 this phraſe d a7 yl appears by the 
following paſſage. os FE. SY 40 
, Or 4 ww 
Now would they mention it as an inflance of our Saviour's 
humility, and an example to be imitated by Chriſtians, that he 
did not 10d demrywdy d dv Tana H,: Would they have 
Weed upon this phraſe, have ſtopt at it, and not proceed to 


— 


if 4 * F „ 
| to himſelf to appear as a God? 
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ale Sri, if they had ot under i of ks erfin- 


5 
12 


kumpel of bis glory, and took upon himſelf the form 
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His reaſoning from the next paſſage of Scripture: Y 
(vis. John x. 30.) has been obviated already, and 
little farther needs to be added. He tells us, that 
when our Saviour ſays, I and my Father are one, this 
muſt be underſtood of an unity of nature and efſencs, 
and not of a unity of conſent, for this reaſon, that 
our Saviour is accounting for the preſervation of the 
ſaints, &c. and ſpeus that he is as able to preſerve 
them as the Father, &c. for I and my Father are 
one ; in the original iy [unum) and not d, [unus). 
The plain and obvious ſenſe of the place is, thar 
fince the Father is greater than all, and hath a ſu- 
E uncontroulable power over all, and ſince he 
hath communicated of this power to the Son, there- 
fore none can pluck the ſaints out of the Son's hands. 
So that being in the Father's hands, and: being in 
the Son's hands, is one and the ſame thing in effect. 
WA x has this now to do with nature and efſence ? 
 Besrpes, is it not faid that the Father is greater 
than all, excluding every other being, every other 
3 25 from being thus great in the ſame ſenſe? = _ 
I it not ſaid again, that the Father gave theſe ſheep 
into the hands of the Son; i. e. appointed him to b 
their Saviour, to inſtruct, guide, preſerve, and bring 
Let any one tranſlate this paſſage otherwiſe than to this ſenſe, 
Tee ne TT ee 
* 'Theſe were to ſuch a degree imitators and followers of Chriſt, 
* who, tho' he was in the form of God, yet he would not aſſume 
10 egg to appear with the ſplendor and magnificence of a 
Tbeir letter being written ſo eatly, I cannot but eſteem a con- 
ſiderable circumſtance in fayour of this interpretation of the text. 
It ſhews at leaſt how the phraſe was underſtood by the ages imme - 
diately following the Apoſtles themſelves, 5 
I ami obliged to Mr. Lardner; I believe, for this note. Both 
he 178 the Lord King give the ſame date to the above-mentioned 


FFP ⁰·¹·. ²˙¹¹ IS teh 1 
Tho' this is only one inſtance out of many. Wherefore, for the 
true explication of this famous paſſage (Phil. ii. 6— 12.) and the 


· 


whole ſenſe of the antient Cl 


edition of Novatian, page 173, 174: and 353= 355. | 
= SK 7 bo Og: 
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them to everlaſting life? — But can he be the Su- 
preme God in the ſenſe of this author (having all 
power and authority originally, and of himſelf to 
whom any thing is committed as a truſt by another? 
Is not the diſtinction I have once and again men- 
tioned, here carefully preſerved? Nay, does not the 


ſame Evangeliſt record theſe very words of our Sa- 


viour, My Father is greater than P? 
Tuus have I conſidered the ſeveral texts he pro- 


_ duces, in his tenth Sermon, to prove that thoſe excel- 
cellencies and perfections which are peculiar to the 


Supreme God, are aſcribed to Chriſt ; and that there- 
fore he muſt be God in the higheſt ſenſe, or the Su- 
preme God. I have ſhewn that the paſlages of Scrip- 


ture he turns us to, will not bear the ſenſe he puts 
upon them, and that he by no means proves his point 


by them. 


Beroxt he proceeds to another part of his de- 
ſign, he finds himſelf encumbered with a difficulty, 


which he thinks himſelf concerned to get clear of. 


He ſuppoſes his adverſaries to object, . That if the 
Son has the ſame nature and eſſence. with the Fa- 


t ther, then he cannot be a diſtin& perſon from him; 
« for he muſt have the ſame underſtanding, and the 
« ſame will; and if ſo, then he muſt be the /ame 
ct perſonx. And how does he get clear of this? No 


otherwiſe than by deſtroying the perſonality of the 


Son and Spirit, and by the moſt palpable contradic- 
tions. He tells you ft, That the Anti-trinitarians 
cc imagine, that in order to conſtitute a di/tinf# di- 


et wine perſon, there is a neceſſity that there muſt be 


« A diſtin} divine 1 and will.“ Any 
one that ſpeaks of this matter ſo as to deſire to be 
underſtood, would imagine ſo. He himſelf ſays, In 


ce order to conſtitute a perſon, there muſt be an un- 
V 


« derſtanding and will . Very well. If the ſacred 
Three then are three perſons, (and thus he ſpeaks of 


them thro* his whole performance) under diftin&., 


Page 233. 1 Page 236. f Ibid. f + bo 


K . 4 * 
F * — 1 "I a * * * * » 
"WF" 9 . "Y 2a v£ n * 3 r 2 : "I" bes a en AID ann, 1 
ee nr ©. ihe ae » L CATE 4 20 9 — "y * : F 
8 % 
* * 
. ps 
i; ; { 
2 2 
N mo « 


reo Fe rptomo 


2. e een ee ep Of OP by 


pin, wh Sang yy 


A pay 


>- n . . 


\ > 


K " * ä wn “ 1 * 
W 7 2, * * 5 * "a 1 . 5 
8 2 bs 7\ c fs, IT TE gens EO ES ah St) 
. 
[ | 9 ] 


zerſonal characters, I, Thou, He, &c. can they have 
t one underſtanding and will © i. e. can they be 
but one perſon? Is not perſan and intelligent agent 
the ſame thing in every intelligible writer? Can 
there be three diſtin& perſons, where there is but 
one numerical individual underſtanding and will ? 
Yes, he ſays ; it cannot be proved to be otherwiſe, 
« eyen in human perſons.” Do ſelf-evident truths 
need to be proved? Does it need to be proved, 
that two or three are more than one © Can one in- 
telligent agent, and another intelligent agent,. and a 
third intelligent agent, (ſo he ſpeaks of the perſons 
all along) can theſe, after all, be but one intelligent 
agent? Has the man any ideas here? Can he 
ſhew us his meaning? But thus he goes on, for 
ſeveral pages together, in the end of his tenth Ser- 
mon, in contradiction to himſelf and common ſenſe. 
But I have no inclination to attend him any farther 
in ſuch jargon as this. It is a comfort divine reve- 
lation is a ſtranger to ſuch language, and lays no 
| ſuch heavy burdens upon us as to diveſt us of our 
reaſon and underſtanding, in order to. believe. we 
know not what. Such pretences as theſe are human 
inventions, to ſupport. a cauſe. ich the Word of 
God has no cn, b. 8 
HE next proceeds * to mention ſeveral divine 
perfections in particular which are aſcribed to Chriſt, 
and which he brings as proofs of his {ſupreme Deity. - 
Ons is Omnipotence But the texts which he 
produces from the New Teſtament by no means 
rove what he produces them for. It is ſaid of 
hriſt, Phil. iii. 21. That he is able to ſubdue all 
things. to: himſelf. But may not this be very well 
ſaid of him 7o whom all power is given both in bea 
ven and in earth, and who is mage head over all 
things, without ſuppoſing him to be that Supreme 
Cod, who gave him this power, and who thus made 
him the Bead over all things? To whom alſo, as 
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St. Paul aſſures us, (1 Cor. xv. 24, 28.) be ## 0 de. 
liver up the kingdom and himſelf, that God may be 
all in all, by his ſole perſonal dominion over the 
church in the future ſtate ? His next text“, in 
which he ſays that Chriſt is called the Lord God 
Almighty, is not ſpoken of Chrift, bat of the Father, 
to whom that title & zur , is conſtantly and 
invariably applied by Scripture and primitive anti- 
quity. Let him read Biſhop Pearſon on this word, 
in the firſt article of the apoſtle's creed. — Beſides, 
how does it follow from that ſong (which he here 
quotes) being called, The ſong of the Lamb, that it 
was ſung to the Lamb, and that therefore the Lamb 
muſt be no other than the Lord God Almighty ſo ex- 
preſsly and directly addreſſed to in that place. 
Wu he farther offers as to the works and ef- 
fects of almighty power being aſcribed to Cbriſt, 
will better fall in our way hereafter ; ſince he 
profeſſedly re-aſſumes this argument in his twelfth 
AxorRER attribute or divine perfection peculiar 
to the Deity, which is aſcribed to our Saviour, and 
by which his Supreme Deity is prov'd, is (he tells us) 
omniſcience f. He who knoweth all things muſt be 
truly God. He produces in proof of this, the words 
of Peter (John xxi. 17.) Peter ſaid unto him, Lora, 
thou knoweſft all things, thou knoweſt that T love thee. 
Does this author then really believe that Peter took 
Chriſt to be the ſupreme omniſcient God, when he ſaid 
this? By the ſame argument he may prove, that all 
true chriſtian believers are the ſapreme omniſcient 
God, becauſe St. John ſays of them, Te have an 


* N 
# * 


unttion from the Holy One, and ye know all things, 


Lohr 11: 26. 7. 


Evxxx one knows that ſuch forms of ſpeaking are 


uſual in all manner of writings, without intendin 
them to be underſtood ſtrictly and abſolutely: This 


= Rev. xv. 3. f Page 252. 
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Let this author conſider the words of the woman of 
Tekoa to David, 2 Sam. xiv. 17, 19, 20. And if this 
was 4 uſual way of ſpeaking amongſt the Je 5, this 
ſhews why our Saviour ſuffered Peter to go without 4 
ſevere rebuke (as he himſelf reaſons upon this place) 
even becauſe he underſtood him as making uſe of a 
common form of ſpeech, without intending to in- 
ſinuate in the leaſt, that he took Chriſt for the omni- 


| ſcient God. The apoſtles had uſed this expreſſioon 
concerning Chriſt, even before his death and reſur. 


rection, John xvi. 30. Now we are ſure that thou 
knoweft all things, &c. And what do they conclude 
from this? Not that he was the ſupreme omniſcient 
God, but that be came forth from God. And who 
does not ſee the difference between their concluſion 


and our authors? | 


\ In confirmation of his argument, he adds, that 


miſſon to Peter, upon the ſpot, to feed his ſbeep“. 

hat a way of arguing is this? Did there need any 
more authority to give this commiſſion to Peter, than 
that which he gave to all his diſciples, Matt. xxviii. 18. 
and yet he gave this commiſſion by an authority de- 
legated to himſelf. Al power is given unto me, both 
in heaven aud in earth : Go ye therefore, &c. — He 
adds, that Chrift, as be is the omniſcient God, fore- 
warns Peter, at the ſame time, of his Death; as if 
the knowledge of future events might not be com- 
municated from the omniſcient God to a creature, 
even to a mere man; and as if this had not alſo been 
actually given to ſeveral of the prophets under the 
Old Teſtament, What a weak and looſe way of 
reaſoning is all this. dang 

I ADD, that this mannet᷑ of ſpeaking of perſons, as 
knowing all things, is often uſed in the New Teſta- 
ment, with reſpe& to ſuch as our author will hardly 
take for the ſupreme God. I have already taken no- 


tice of what the apoſtle Jobs (1 Epiſt. it. 20.) ſays to 


990 in character of the ſupreme God, gives a com- 
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thoſe he wrote to, viz. that they 
from the Holy One, and knew all things. 'To which 
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he adds (ver. 27.) the ſame anointing teacheth you all 
things. And St. Paul prays for Timothy, The Lord 
oy thee underſtanding in all things, 2 Tim. ii. 7.— 
Does any man of common ſenſe ſuppoſe that theſe 
ſacred writers here meant any more than a know- 
ledge of God's revealed truth ſuperior to what others 
had, who did not partake of this union, or theſe 


communications? Nay, do not we in common ſpeech 
ſay, ſuch a one knows every thing © But ſurely we do 
not mean that the perſon is ſtrictly omniſcient. — A 


modeſt man would be aſhamed of ſuch reaſoning. 
He tells us *, that we have another paſſage, where 


Chriſt is declared to be the ſearcher of hearts, which 


is the ſpecial prerogative of the all-wiſe God. He 
refers us to Jer. xvii. 10. and 1 Kings viii. 39. I the 
Lord ſearch the hearts, I try the reins. Thou, even 
thou only, knoweſt the hearts of the children T men. 
Now who is the perſon ſpeaking in the firſt of theſe 
texts? Let him conſult the prophet, and he will find 
it is the ſupreme God, even the God and Father of all, 
and who is ſpoken to in the latter text? The very 


ſame perſon again, the God of Iſrael, whom Solomon 


is addreſſing himſelf to in his prayer at the dedi- 
cation of the temple. The perſonal characters 7, 
Thou, are uſed in both places. If theſe texts are to 


be applied to Chriſt, they prove that he is the very 
perſon of the Father. Thus they prove too much. 1 


Hz tells us again, that it is ſaid of Chrift, that he 


| knew all men, and needed not that any ſhould teſtify 
of man, for he knew what was in man, John ii. 24, 
25. Let him take notice that this is ſpoken even of 


the man Chriſt Jeſus, as he will plainly ſee if he con- 
ſults the context; and is this any more than a pro- 


phet may do? Is not Eliſha a plain inſtance ? — Not 


that J intend to infinuate a compariſon betwixt either 


man or angel, and our bleſſed Lord, in point of 
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knowledge. - But it is plain from all this, that knows - 
ing the thoughts is not à property ſo peculiar to the? 


* 


ſupreme Godhead, as that it may not be commu- 


nicated, or that we muſt neceffarily conclude concern- 
ing any one of whom this is faid, that he muſt be che 


* 
* F 


Tux ſame anſwer ſerves for the other text he men- 
tions, Rev. ii. 23. All the churches ſhall know that 


J am he that ſearches the hearts and the reins. Let 


haps read, hp Park Pee Wye; FA ahve any 

one of you according to your works, Chritt is there 
ſpeaking of paſſing judgment; and we know all judg- 

ment is committed to him, and that God will judge 
the ſecrets of men by Jeſus Chriſt - Nay, that G 
has appointed a day in which he will judge the world 
in righteouſneſs by that Max whom be hath ordained, 
And this very revelation, by vertne of which Chriſt 
is enabled to ſearch the hearts and the reins of all 
the members of his church, and to paſs judgment 
upon them according to their works, is expreſsly ſaid 
to be given unto him from God, chap. i. ver. 1. 
Now if Chriſt as nan ſhall judge the world as man, 
then he may ſearch. and know the hearts in order to 
8 But will this proye him to be the ſupreme 
Cod, who has 'ordained and appointed him to this 
important work and office? Would any man talle and 
reaſon in this manner, that was not incumbered with 
an hopotheſis that muſt be ſupported at any fats. 
Chriſt was ignorant of? will not this be a ſufficient 
warrant for putting a limited interpretation upon ge- 
neral Ae which is fo uſual in other caſeg, 


1 


and ſo frequent in all languages ? Chrick bimſelf tels 


d 
in words as plain as can be, confines' the knowledge. 
of that particular to his Father only, Mark xiii. 33. 
But of that day and hour knoweth po. man C A, n 
one, no perſon] zo no the angels that are in heaven, 
neither the Son, but the Father. It is obſervable, 


» 

; ; 
#2 | 
„ 4 x 

N 
1 

n 46 | & 
3 © 14 : 2X - A 1 . 
2 ! 

3 
* 
| f 5 ? _— 
„ iS 
> 4 


us, that he did not know the 
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ay of judgment, an 
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NE 
hat the Father only, in his own perſon, is he that 
knoweth the day of judgment: Every other perſon 
is excepted. The diſtinction therefore which this 
author labours about two diftin& intelligences in 
Chriſt, proves him to be two perſons, if it proves any 
thing, And if he could prove that abſurdity, it would 
not at all help him ; becauſe, according to this text, 
(compared with Mart. xxiv. 36.) there is, and can 
be, no ſenſe, in which Chriſt the Son could know the 
day there ſpoken of, but chat in which he muſt be, 
not the Son, but the Father only; it being expreſsly 
ſaid, that no perſon knew it but the Father only. 
This text alone, fo long as it ſtands in Scripture,” will 
ſor ever confound and condemn the whole ſcheme of 
orthodoxy, fallely fo called. OE 
- BxsipEs, there is an evident gradation in the 
text. Chriſt had excepted himſelf in general before, 
by ſaying uo man. He adds particufars, and riſes 
to-the angels as ſuperior beings, and excepts them, 
and then the Son himſelf as above them. In this au- 
thor's way, the gradation and force of the text is loſk, 
Let him fancy what union he pleaſes, yet the Son is 
not the Father ; and therefore if he knew of that 
day and. hour. by any pri Ky, of intelligence, how 
. could} it conliſtently with truth be ſaid, that the 
Fatber only knew it? Is not Chriſt one, whatever diſ- 
tinct principle of intelligence this author would ſup- 
paſe? Does he not except himſelf in his whole perſon ? 
And does not this interpretation of his then make 
the words of Chriſt a mere evaſion? Let him not 
- Impute this to Him, who came to bear witneſs to the 
Fur and_ laps abe of kee thar the Soy 
ew pot the day of judgment. How is this true, 
if he knew it either as God or as Man? Let this au- 
chor conſider him in what ſenſe ſoever he will, as the 
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his purpoſe. If he durff venture himſelf with fuch an 
yuthor as Dr. Clarke, he would find that the moſt con- 
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and by bim all things conſiſt. The plain ſeniſe ot 
this place (if he will carefully look into the context) 
is, that as God created all things by Chriſt, bo is 


word of his power. But may not this be meant of 
the Father's power? This conſtruction the words will 
naturally bear; and this is more agreeable to the 
foregoin phraſes, Who being the brightneſs. of his 
Fc Father's) glory; and the + eſs image of. his 


bis [the Father's] power; not his own power. 


5 with [is power] 


5 ly reciprocates 
chat St. Cord e only read zvrg, with- 


N 


fi derable of the antients underſtood this text, not of 
the humati nature of Chriſt, but of his whole Perſon, 
even in his higheſt capacity. The words of Ireneus 
and Bafil on this head are deciſive. 

Tu next perfection | peculiar to ſupreme. Deity, 
which is aſcribed to our Saviour (he tells us f) is o. 
nipreſence. This is 2 conſequence (he ſays 2 of the 


former, vis. of his being'omni/cient. But 


failed in his proof of that, what muſt become of ths? 


But let us conſi der his texts. 13 


Tre firſt is, Col. 1. 17. He is before all things, 


the firft-born of every creature ; ſo he preſerves and | 
upholds s all things by him roo. 
Tk next is, Heb. 1. 3. Upbolding all things bythe 


the Father's perſon ; and upholding ' all * 12 


ſeems to be the cope of the terte As the 4rd 3 
before relates to the Father, ſo tis reaſonable to 


think it does here. — And 1 a this ſu poſition, 
Whar is the text to his purpoſe 7 | 4 


Bor this I sen not build upon, tho! 1 may do 
ir t; ; for ſuppoſe | it to be underſtood of . 


rine of the Trinity, 55 133. 134. brenn. 


thought our authbr ht in underſtahdin hs. 
of the Son's N bend Kno . 
but &v7s; contracted from dars, and y written with 

irate : Ard would certainly have to the Father 
to the Son. — It is remarkable, 


out an but explains it farther, adding 74 dee, AY 
Ty CEN . oth EY K*. ; by T 2 | 
1 2 
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power both in heaven and in earth, and who bath 
Put all things under him. 

Bur indeed our author himſelf dees not ſeem - 
build much upon n theſe places, mike more 
teftimony (he fays) for the —— ence of Sik. 
even” words {ſpoken by our Say iour himſelf*. 
turns us to Mar. xvii. 20. Where two or three | = 
gathered together in my name, there am 1 in the 
maß of them. He does not attempt to lead us into 
the ſenſe of this paſſage. I ſhould have been es 
ol his affiftance if he had done ſo. Toexplain inde 


Aifcult places of Seripture, does not ſeem to be his 


talent; but rather to perplex and confound plain and 
obvious ones, in ſupport of a favourable hypctheſis. 


PERRAsSs it may be difficult for any man to aſ- 


certain the manner of Chriſt's preſence with his 

ple in this world: He is preſent. by his word, by 
which he hath more _—_ triade known the will of 
God to men; he isipreſent by his ſpirit, which he 
promiſed to ſend to ſu pply his place when he leſt 
Sur world, John vi. 5, 13, 14. Or ele, ſince Chriſt 
is ſpeaking of prayer in the foregoing verſe, it may 


mean, that he will be ſo preſent, as to bear their 
Prayers, and intercede 58 the acceptance of them 


with his Father. He may be preſent in any of theſe 


ſenſes, and yet not be that ſupreme Being who is 
ſpoken of in the Old Teſtament as filling both Hea- 
1 and earth, G. I ſhould be glad of his aſſiſtance 


ive a rational explication of this matter, conſiſtent 


wil What Chriſt ſays of hinifelf in other places; came 
forth from the Father, and am come into the World - 8 
Aan I Jeave the World, and go to the Fathtr, &. 
Tt next perfection he / mentions is eternity 5 


Here I hal! be very ſhort, being ready to allow a 
that TY 6 e Sch Which is 
being beginning, and befo1 


A 1 3 


be! yet v we . who it was that gave . = 


preſſed by his 
"all "wortds, Rc. 
when in th ird are explained in a way confiltent | 


eG oe eee Nane der- 


with | 


{4}. 


from the Father, 3nd bot the Furber | 
Father alone is without any original, 

or cauſe of his exiſtence; the Son is from Mk Father. 
Any eternity conſiſtent with this, I 'am not diſpoſed 


45 bi. 


at preſent to diſpute with him. The Son may be 
thus eternal, and yet not ſtand upon the fame level 
2 equality (to 1 {e a quaint expreſſion of his) with 

e ſelf-exiftent, underived, unbegotten G and Fu- 
ther of all. Let him read, for his further ſatisfaction, 
the conclufion of the Remarks on Dr. Waterland's 
Second Defence, by DPhilatethes Cam abrigienſſr. 

TM E next perfe len he ſpeaks of as aſcribed to 
Chriſt, is immutabiliy, or unchangeablentſs,” whereby 
he is proved (as he tells us f) 70 be the fone 1555 
with the Father, the true and ſupreme Gol. It is 

very ftrange, if the firft text he mentions + proves 
this; where indeed, tho the Son is called God; and 
his throne is ſaid to be for ever and ever, yet it im- 
mediately follows (in a verſe Which he has omitted) 
that he hath a God above him, who has appoints; 
him to his office, and from whom he is to receive his 
reward. As to the following 5 Pare rt of the text, it is 
very queſtionable wich me, whether it is ſpoken of 
the Son or no. In ſupport” of this, I refer fim to 
Mr. Emiyn's Examination of Dr. Bennet, p. 39, Be. 
and to à bock intituled, Chris Liberty aſſerted, 
and the Scripture Doctrine of the Trinity vindicated, 
(in Anſwer to Dr. Jaterland's book called The In- 
portance, &c. ) p. $7 — 90. where he will find that 
all the primitive chriftian Writers. inderftood the text 
of e the Father of Chriſt. 5 
HE next text he kehren does toe 7: ppre- 
hend) ſpeak of the perſon of — at all, but 
doctrine and rel 72 Fefus Chrift, the Toms er 
day, to day, and for eder; Heb. xiii. 8. And for the 
woblirwiltidh of Ale lente let Mn conſult A4 
v. 42. 1 Cor. i. 2 . 2 Cor. Iv. 5. ns well as other 
FP. 'Belides, f connexion Wich what goes be- 
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fore, and what follows after, ſeems plainly to deter- 
mine the ſenſe here. In the foregoing verſe the 
Apoſtle is exhorting thoſe he wrote to, to remember 
them that had the rule over them, who had ſpoken 
unto them the Word of God; whoſe faith they ſhould 
follow, conſidering the end of their converſation. Jeſus 
Chriſt, $0 JO yeſterday, to day, and for ever. Be 
not carried about with. divers and ſtrange doctrines, 
&c. This is the ſubje& the Apoſtle is upon; he is 
pre ng the Hebrews to a firm adherence to the reli- 
gion of Chriſt, and that they ſhould not be deceived 
and led away with the falſe notions of the FJewiſs 
doors about the abſolute neceſſity of their ceremo- 
nial law. It is his deſign to ſhew that it is faith 


in Chriſt and his religion that juſtifies and faves, and 


which is to laſt and continue to the end of time: 
75 Chriſt, the 2 yefterday, to day, and for ever. 


9 


not be drawn aſide from it, which is the completing 


and perfecting conſtitution, of which the law of 


Moſes was only a temporary and figurative repre- 
ſentarion. The plain meaning is, that that is the 


original ſcheme formed, the method fixed upon from 
the e for the recovery of a loſt world. In 


this ſenſe Chriſt ſays, Abraham rejoiced to ſee my 
"day. And it might have been ſaid of Adam too, 
with reſpect to the firſt 8 The deſign was 
kept in view, more or leſs, thro every age, till the 
promiſed Chriſt 1 7 0 And after his appearance, 
we are juſtified by him, and his religion, from all 
thoſe things from which we could not be juſtified by 
the law of Moſes. And in the ſame method ſhall all 
good men be juſtified and accepted, thro every age, 


1 


till the conſummation of all things; and in this way 
mall they be openly acknowledged and acquitted at 
the great deciſive day. Jeſus cbriſt, the ſame yefter-= 


1 7 


day, to day, and for ever... 


” 


Ius now attend him to another head of atgu- 
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herefore they ſhould adhere to that religion, and 


nt for the ſupreme Deity of God the Son, and bis 
. r * i Nan N61 equa- 


8 
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equality with the Father, which is taken from thoſe 
works which were performed by him. Thi ffupen 


dous work of creation is aſcribed to bim, (he tells 


us +) whereby he brought 4 things out of nothing 
into being and exiſtence. Here he makes a great 
flouriſh to little purpoſe. ' Creation is a Work (he 


tells us) peculiarly divine, 2 4 7750 ſupreme: 
7 


Deity, that the Father himſelf claims ſupreme Deity 
upon it alone ; that it carries in it the notion of Eter- 
nity, Omnipotence, and abſolute Sovereignty, 8c. 

| No w to ſet this matter in a clear light, under 
the conduct of divine revelation, let the following 
obſervations be attended ooo nn nf en 3 tek 
| We allow that the work of creation muſt be 


wrought by the power of the Supreme God. If he 


thought fit to employ another agent in that work, 
yet this agent muſt derive. all his power from the 
Supreme God, and the work - muſt. be ſaid to be his 
in the moſt high and abſolute ſenſe. Whether there- 


fore he made the world mediately or immediately, 


by himſelf, by his angels, or by his Word and 
Son, his eternal Power and Godhead will be equally 
ſeen by the things that are made, and the ſame ho- 
nour and glory will be ultimately due to him. The 
light of nature does not determine this point, viz. 
whether the ſupreme and 3 God created 
the world immediately or mediately. And by what 
medium will this author prove that it requires a 
greater power to make a finite world than can be 
communicated to another? The New Teſtament 
tells us, that God created all things by Jeſus Chriſt, 
and that by bis Son he made the worlds. But will 


this prove the Son to be that God, who in the Old 


Teſtament is deſcribed as the maker of heaven and 
earth > For what would this amount to, but that 
eſus Chriſt is that God who made all things bx 
eſus Chriſt? that the Son is that God who made 
the worlds by his Sos © God, even the God' and 


Father 


hinder another Ae s acting in /ubordination - to 
him, as empioyea by him, and miniſtering to him; 
which is the conſtant, uniform language of antiquity. 
Io illuſtrate this matter a little 4 a a like in- 


ſtance: We know that with reſpect to God's bring- 


VHrael out of Egypt, it is ſaid, Deut. xxxil. 12. 
The Lord alone did lead him. Yet we know too, that 
he led that people by the hand of Moſes, and that 
the Lord 5a his angel and brought them out of 
ypt, Numb. xx. 16. Now, agreeably to this, it 


may be ſaid that God is the maker of heaven and 


eatth';z and yet this does not exclude another” s act- 
ing in | ſubordination to him. 


PPP 
moſt of them conſidered already. What we have 
Pſah, cii. 25, Oc. and which is quoted Heb. i. 10. 


very probably does not refer to Chriſt, but to the 
Father. For the proof of which I have already re- 


ferred him to Mr. Emiyn, &. —— As to the other 


text, Cal. i. 16. it is plain that Chriſt is there called 
the firſt· born of every creature, the image of the invi- 
fible Gad, evidently and carefully diſtinguiſned from 
him, and ſet in ſubordination to him. Conſequently, 
whatever is ſaid as to all things being created by 
him, it muſt be interpreted in conſiſtency with what 
had been before declared concerning God and him. 
Can be be the one ſupre me God, fram whom he is 


with ſo much care and exactneſs diſtinguiſhed in this, 


and every other paſſage af Scripture? Can be be 
the ſupreme God, who is here called the ' fir A. born 
Lebe creature © Can the ſupreme ſelſ-exiſtent 

be the fir/t-born of the creation, or the begin- 
ning of tho cation God : ? as St. Nn files Chriſt, 


Ne v. iii. 1 
Fo areſarger and e 


ern bee e 
of all chings, which he produces a the der proof of 
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Father of our Lind: 23-7 A Wo original. 
author and maker of 2 this dees not 
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his ſupreme Deity *, the places of Scriptnre' he turns 
us to; have been conſidered; already. However, lev 
him conſider. the whole context of Zeb. i. 3. and ſee 
what a ſtrange way of proving: Chriſt to be the 
ſupreme God his is, by applying that ſentence [| up« 
holding all things by the word of his power] to this 
urpoſe, when detached from the reſt of the chapter, 
How plain is it to every intelligent reader, that 
Chriſt is there ſpoken of in characters by which 
| he is diſtinguiſhed from God the Father, and infe=. 
rior to him? Gad who at ſundry times and in divers 
manners ou in time pa unto the 22 by the 
prophets, hath in theſe laſt days ſpoken unto us by 
his Son; whom he bath appointed heir of all things, 
by whom alſo he made the worlds. Who being the 
brightneſs of - bis glory, and the expreſs image of bis 
perſon, and upholding all things by the word of his 
power, &. Let our author now {it down and con- 


ſider how he will prove Chriſt to be the ſupreme 


Cod, in his ſenſe, from this Scripture.; where he is 
not only repreſented as the Son of God, but as /ent 
to reveal his will to men; as conſtituted and appointed 
the heir of all —_ by another; as a ray oft glory 
emitted from im, Gr. 7 ae? 
Hx then goes on, and tells us f, that beſides the 
= works of creation and providence aſcribed to Chrift, 
There are other works performed by bim in conſe= 
quence of his being mediator, which neceſſarily infer 
his ſupreme Deity : And one of theſe is his govern= 
ing and ' over-ruling all things, and that not only in 


the world, but alſo in bis church. Does this author 


read his Bible, and conſider what he reads? Is the 
government and dominion of Chriſt ſpoken of in any 
other terms, throughout the whole Bible, than ag gi 
and committed to him by another > Does not our 
Saviour himſelf ſay, that all power 13 GIVEN unto. 
where ſaid, that God hath put all things under his 

_ 2 Page 297. V 
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feet ? and that he is Excerten that did put all 
things under him? and that when the end fball come, 

the ſhall DELTypE ur the kingdom to GoD, even the 
 FaTusz? And how does he thus prove Chriſt's 
- ſupreme Deity, by a dominion committed to him by 


another + . What he ſays therefore of Chriff's 


having a natural and original right to govern all 
things, Sc. is not the language of the Scripture. 
At this rate he muſt receive the kingdom from him- 


Fe, and all power both in heaven and in earth from 


8 and at laft deliver it up to-bimſelf again. 


But this is ſuch. confuſion both in language and com 


mon ſenſe, as the ſacred writings are utter ſtrangers 
to. In ſhort, if Chriſt had an original right to the 
government of the world, how comes this right (ac- 
cording to the Scripture- language) to be given him 
by the Father? Did the Father give him what 
he had a right to before? If he had ſuch an ori- 
ginal right, he could not need to have it committed 
to him; for it would neceſſarily have continued with 


Lift or appointment from another. | 


Deiry. Ho) does he prove that it requires any 


him? | 


1 ing an objection wh 


AL and allowed. owned and allowed in flat contradiction 
to every argume 


Ty; 
— 
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him, when he took our nature upon him, without any 


HE tells us afterwards , that to execute ſuch a 
truſt . erfections peculiar to the ſupreme 


1 1 but what may be communicated to Chriſt 
= rom the one God and Father of all, who has com- 
mitted this kingdom to him, and put all things under 


Ir is-pleaſant enough to ſee him, after this , ftart- 
ich overturns his whole 4 e; 
but it is no objection with him, becauſe ir is 0 


nt which he has offered from divine 
revelation. He allows that Chrif, as mediator, was 
the Father's: deputy and vicegerent, and that the 

government he received is from the Father. And is 

there any other government of Chriſt ſpoken of 


through- 
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chroughout the whole Bible beſides this 2 If there 


be, he will turn us to chapter and verſe. And till 


he does this, all that he offers for ſome pages toge- 


ther, ſtands for nothing; has no foundation in Scrip- 
ture; is a mere invention to ſupport a human hypo- 


lation. Be | „ 


"y 


tion, due only to the —_— God, is both paid to 
Chriſt, and was claime 

of his performance I meet with greater confuſion and 
contradiction (if poſſible) to the conſtant language 
and doctrine of the Bible than in any other. , 


H x ſets out with giving us ſome explications and 


diſtinctions with reſpe& to the nature and kinds of 


worſhipt. There are two objects of worſhip (he ſays) 


exiſting, and infinitely differing from each. other ;; 
viz. God, and the creature. That worſhip which is 


I uus next attend him to the head of W 
Here he tells us *, that religious worſhip and adora- 


by him. Under this part 


due to the Supreme God, and which bas infinite per- 
feFions for its object, can admit of no degrees; he. 
cauſe there are no degrees in infinite perfetiions. This. 


only (he tells us) is religious warſhip. That which 

is due to the creature, which hath\ finite perfeFions, © 

is but civil worſhip, 4 which there are various de. 
the different finite excellencies of 


grees, according to 
the objet. 


worſhip but what is abſolutely ſupreme in the higheſt 


ſenſe. Now if it appears from Scripture, that that 


worſoip which is paid to Chriſt, is paid by the com 


mand of another, to the glory of another, and it 


would be downright blaſphemy to apply ſome of the 
inſtances mentioned to the one God and Father of 
all, even the God and Father of our Lord Jeſus" 
Cbrift, what is the conſequence 2 If inferior wor-" 
a creature. And yet that ſuch inferior wonſbip is 
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pald 'to him, every one mnſt fee, that reads his 
ible. - Either this author then muſt” give up his 
Bible, or part with his explications and diſtinctions; 
Which indeed he takes care himſelf to deſtroy pre- 
ſently. For he tells us*, that if it appears that 
religious worſhip was aftually paid to Chrift, and 
that by the APPOINTMENT OF HEAVEN, the con- 
ſequence is, he muſt be the ſupreme God. What 
- muſt one do with ſuch a man as this? He tells 
us here, that religious worſhip muſt be abſolutely 
Supreme, and that there is no religious worſhip but 
what is ſo; and yet in the ſame breath ſays, that 
worſbip is paid to Chriſt by the appointment of hea- 
ver. What can he mean by thoſe words | he ap- 
porntment of heaven | conſiſtently with Scripture and 
common ſenſe, but the appointment of the God of 
heaven, even the God and Father of our Lord Jeſus 
Chriſt > And is that /#preme worſhip abſolutely ſu- 
preme, which is given by the appointment of an- 
gt ber? Is it not abſurd to ſay of the ſupreme God, 
that he is worſhipped to the giory of another? Does 
his Bible ever confound that worſhip which is due 
to Chrift with that which is due to his Go and 
Fat ber? Never. — Upon this foot this part of the 
controverſy might intirely reſt. e TS 6 
Bu u let us attend him in the inſtances which he 
roduces. He brings ſome paſſages out of the Old 
lane, which have been — obviated 
already, and are every one of them anſwered and 
accounted for by Dr. Bennet, p. 51 — 66. The 
te truth of it is (ſays the learned Doctor) it was 
F uſual in thoſe parts for ſuch as delivered meſſages 
*5 from others, to ſpeak after the ſame manner thoſe 
Ff- perfans would have done in whoſe names they came; 
l and thoſe that returned anſwers by meſſengers, - 
# ſpoke and behaved as if thoſe very perſons werg 
{preſent in whoſ names the meſſengers came.“ 


ELSE 4 3: 
? ? 
, » « * 
v E age 315+ - . * # — — 7 * 
1 7 wo * 4 x 
* "== 
«- : & 3 
* . 


2 ws ce a tn ws wt a+ Frm 3A kc. hi wind nfodo »> HH 


o 


A & 


ng K r Ren 3 


- s : 
a L * ; 4 


2 * 3 wann PIE 9 er a 
4 FO * « 4 pj ate bi E . bh 9 6 8 - * „ 4 4 * * * * * n PF 
* PETER — 3 48 =D Re 1 INS YI 2 8 * « ** rn 9 n F - Tre ond ann lh care ha . mo 2 nn a 
y oy” v2 k * = 0 5 7 La Bo (bon 8 * 9 7 * L Ap 0 * 
* * 4 . 2 AT 
* . 8 2 £ o 
* 8 - 4 d 
— 5 . : 
- 1 * 7 
d * 2 
** . 
” 3 . *. 
0 My: "SN 
A * . 
. 1 % . 
* l - * 4 
+ . 0 
* 
. 
7 * . 


Leer us now follow him to his proofs from the 
New Teſtament: There (he ſays) we have plain 
and expreſs proof, that Irvine worſhip, worſhip dus 
only. to the Supreme God, was paid to Feſus Chriſt. 
If it be ſo, he ſets out a little unfortunately; for the 
firſt text he + mentions proves the direct contrary; 
Heb. i. 6. And again, when be bringeth in the' fit. 
begotten into the world, be ſaith, and let all the an. 
gels of God worſpip him. Now what is the inſpired 
author's deſign in the beginning of this epiſtle to the 
Hebrews ? Why, to confirm thoſe he wrote to in their 
adherence to Chriſt, and their profeſſion of his reli. 
gion. 'To this end he ſhews, that Chriſt is greater 
than any meſſenger by whom God had yet ſpoken to 
men: And having given ſeveral hints of the greats» 
neſs of his character, he ſhews, that the angels them- 
ſelves 7 kigheſt order of beings) are not now ex- 
empted from his juriſaliction and dominion. But there 
is a particular time mentioned when this grant was 
made to him, even at his reſurrection and exaltation. 
To which of the angels ſaid he at any time, Thou art 
WP} Son, this day Hawe I begotten thee fone And when | 
he bringeth again his firſt-begotten into the world, he 
faith, and let all the angels of Cod worſhip him. So © 
the words ſhould rather be render df. The Apoſtle 


4 Some are of opinion, that M (in the text under confide- 
ratio 


n) is not to be taken with z ,x, but muſt he conftrued _ 


Lo our OR AY e er Ae, 2 | 
Dye Lon, &c. again, (q. d. in another place, he ſays.) 

And then in this verſe, d ru d's ,, &c. And again (i. e. 4 | 
another place at) when be had brought, te. Is Lem, werk 
AM; ei opinion} to underſtand 2wAgy equally in each verſe for 
he Apoſtle's ns apain à new in of Chriſt's exalta- 
taken) that the paſſage ſeems to refer to the re/arre4ion of Chriſt, 

when (as the, Apoſtle ſays) he was canftituted and declared ta be 


„ trtt Faucet; Many e 
opinion, that #2 hould be with Yo23a99 ; Among thy ö 
dei, Dr. Fang. See bis paraphraſe en d ., 


= 


ety. 


tion. He was brought into the world at his incar- 
nation; at his death he left the world, and went to 


the Father; at his reſurrection God is ſaid to have 
again brought him into the world. Then, after his re- 
ſurrection, all power was given to him both in heaven 
and in earth, and a more excellent and extenſive au- 
thority conferred upon him. See more to this purpoſe 
in Pierce's Paraphraſe and Notes on this epiſtle. 
Bor the aſcertaining the time when this grant 

was made to him, is not at all neceſſary to my pre- 
ſent argument. Whenſoever it took place, it was 

by the authority and appointment of another, even 
ol that God, who hath in theſe laſt days ſpoken unto 
us by bis Son; who hath appointed him beir of all 
things ; who. hath put in ſubjection to him the age to 
come; and who bath alſo required the angels them- 


ſelves to be ſubject to him. — Now is that worſhip 


ſupreme, which is appointed to be given to Chriſt at 


a particular time. by another? and that is paid him 


by the order and at the command of another? — 
_—_ his proof of ſupreme worſhip given to 
It | „5 | 5 FS 
Hs next inftance is taken from Mat. ii. 11, * 


where it is ſaid, that when the wiſemen came into 

the houſe, and ſaw the young child, with MARY his 
mother, they fell down and rg ce bim, 8c. — 

that theſe wiſemen 


Does this author think then, 
took the child Jeſus for the ſupreme God, and wor- 
ſhipped him as ſuch? But here he found the word 


worſhip, and it muſt ſignify with him ſupreme wor 
rey defiance of 6-6 ſenſe. If * have 
taken the pains to have conſulted Dr. Yhitby on 
Mat. viii. 2. he would have found that the Jews, | 
and others in thoſe Eaſtern countries, paid adoration 
both to kings and prophets, either by bending the 
knee, or by proſtration or falling down before them. 
He gives us there ſeveral inſtances; and then draws 
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this ce viz. has ons wi TIES gives 10 FR 
BLessED Lon v by 7 Jews and GENTILES," 


who knew nothing of bis En NITY, could be no ar- 
gument of his DIVIXE NAaTuRE; bur rather were 


paid him, as the MxsszAk, or as 4 PROPHET em 


of God, &c. Let this author remember, that chis 
was written by Dr. JVhitby, when he was in the OR. 
thodox Scheme, ſo call d. But he ſaw his miſtake” 
ſome years before he died, and wrote "very ava. 
ouſly on the -other fide of the queſtion ;' and with 


great integrity order'd his "ſl thoughty' to: hog ne 'f 
liſh'd to the world. 25 

As to his other WI during ou Savice barer ds 
niſtry, it is ſufficient- to refer him again to Dr. Ben-- 
not, who ſpends an entire chapter in ſnewing, that 
during our Saviour's miniſtry, - neither the Jews, nor 
his diſciples themſelves, did believe" that he was ary 
more than a _ man, n aſſiſted and 
conducted by the Spirit of Ged. He endeavoure to 
E this by arguments, which this author will fine - 

very hard to 5 eee If ſo, whatever worſs; 
_ reſpe& they paid him; |they-catmot be 0 
to worſhip him as the Supreme Go. 

As to other inſtances of worſhig, which he id 
tions, ſince the aſcenſion of Chriſt, Inch as 3 5 
in him, truſting in him, praying to him, Ge. ſurely 
this may be paid by Chriſtians, as as perſuaded; he 
he is able to ſave unto vb ere all thoſe thut 


come unto the Father- by bim; and that God hab 


made him unto us 5 gbreouſneſs, ſanitira- 


tion and redemption; that God: bath put all things un- 


dey bis feet; and hath required that to him every” ' 
« ſhould bow, to ibe glory of God the Father, and 
ointed him fo be the great Mediator betwist bim- 
2 world; and bath ſe ſet him forth 10 bo 
4 eee, through faith in bis blood, &c. I fay, / 
ans may pay this and re gard ro him on 
ſuch accounts, without ſa 
preme God who has commilſfion' 45 


ſent and given him 


bor theſe * WiLL 7 


him — be that — : 


\ 


WX Ir this. 
the worfo 


don't mean, by a mere ſingle paſſage, or propoſition, 


detachꝭd from the reſt of the context; but interpreted 
in a fair and rational connexion with it. Is it not 


evident, that thoſe inſtances of this orſbip, which 


are given in ſeveral places of the New Teſtament, can- 


not 9 be underſtood to relate to the Supreme 
God ? Let him conſider coolly and impartially, that 
remarkable paſſage, Rev. v. 11, 12, 13. Aud I bebeld, 
and beard the voice of many angels round about the 
throne, &c. ſaying with a loud voice, . worthy is the 


Lamb that was | 


in to receive power, and riches, and 


Wiſdom, and ſtrengtb, and honour, and glory, and ble 
ing. Aud every creature which is in heaven, &c. 
heard I, ſaying, bleſſing, and honour, and glory, and 
power, be unto Him that ſitteth upon the throne, and 
to the Lamb for ever and ever. Is not here a plain 
diſtinction made betwixt thoſe acclamations and praiſes 
given to Chrif# the Sor of God, and thoſe given to his 
Father bo ſitteth upon the throne, as the firſt origi- 
nal of all mercies, the fountain of all knowledge, 
wiſdom and power, and the ſupreme governor of the 


world; and who exalted the Lamb that was {lain, or 


Chriſt, who ſuffered (and becauſe he ſuffered) for our 
ſins, to fit on the ſame throne?—It is obſervable, 
that this is called neu worſhip, ver. 9. as belonging 


peculiarly to Chriſtians, who worſhi 


< 


Cod, through Jeſus Chriſt the Mediator, 


ſent. Let him read again, Rev. i. 5,.6-—Unto him 
that hath loved us, — waſbed us from aur ſins in his 
own blood; and hath made us kings and priefts unto 
his God and Father [ e x mg} avry) unto Him be 
glory and dominion for ever and ever. Amen. Is not 
here an evident diſtinction preſerved again ? Unto 
Chriſt, the faithful witneſs, who came down from hea. - 
ven to preach to us the Goſpel of truth; who taught 
it, and died for it; whom God raiſed from the dead, 

_— Go | vemor, 


S Auth. produce us any inſta des whets- 
ip of Chriſt is put upon. any other foot? 1 


p the only trus 
whom he 
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dernor, and Judge of the whole world: To Him, who 
o loved us, as to die for our ſalvation; and wh 
upon our compliance with his ſettled terms, has ren- 
der'd us capable of enjoying a dignity and happineſs, 
far ſuperior to God's antient people the Jews; nay, of 
receiving anboxou? far ſurpaſſing all the fading titles and 
glories of this lower world: To Him be praiſe, domi- 
nion and glory for ever and ever, Amen. How care 
fully is Chriſt here diſtinguiſhed from his God and 
Father; and yet ſuch worſhip as this paid to him? Is 
not here worſhip given to the One, which cannot poſ- 
ſibly be given to the Other? - 
IN DR E o, after our author has endeavoured to 
Py his point, That Chriſt is the Supreme God, and 
s to be worſhipped as ſuch, he comes, and makes 
the following conceſſion. Ir is true (ſays he) that 
ic jn out addreſſes to the Father, we muſt come in 
& the name of Ch#iff; but it can by no means be 
& hence inferred, that therefore the Lord Pe/us Chriſt. 
te js not the ultimate object of our worſhip : For that 
« very act, in coming to the Father in the name of 
te his Son, makes the Son as much the object of our 
tc religious worſhip as the Father; for our truſting to, 
te and relying up6n, the mediation of the Son, and 
tc employing him as our advocate with the Father, is 
e as high an act of religious worſhip,” as can poſſibly 
te be performed to the Father himſel . 
I covLp ſcarce believe my own eyes, when I read 
this. It is juſt as if 1 ſhould ſay, that if I can find 
means and opportunity of applying immediately to the 
Prince of Wales, to intercede for me with his Father 
King George, fot a favour-which the King only can 
give, I thereby advance the Printe to the ſame dig- 
nity and honour with his Father, and make him really 
King of Great- Britain. This our Author brings in 
by way of conceſſion ; a conceſſon which overthrows 
his whole argument upon the head of worſhip. 


r 
N 


—— — 


4 F > 


* Turs (he tells us farther) is not becauſe the Fas 
& ther is poſſeſſed of any ſuperior divine excellency ; 
ce hut is entirely owing to this, that the Father is the 
&* perſon of the Trinity, who, in the beconomy of ſalts 
* vation, ſuſtains the character of Supre me Deity, 
4 and maintains the rights of the Majeſty of heaven. 
If then (as this conceſſion allows) the Son does not ſu- 


ſtain the character of Supreme Deity in the oeconomy of 


ſalvation; how dares he aſſert and maintain, as a ne- 
ceſſary article of faith, that Chrif is the Supreme 
God? Is not this being wiſe above what is written? 
Surely, at leaft, it is ſo; though it were not oppoſite 
to what is expreſly written. Therefore, to ſay no 
more, all this is mere preſumptnous invention, and 
juſt as if the Bible had never been written. | 

 A&aiN, he ſays, © That if it had been ſo ordain'd 
© in the method of grace, that the Son had been that 
te perſon agreed on to ſuſtain that character, as he 
« might have been; he muſt have been addreſſed to 
in the ſame manner, through the mediation of one 
te of the other two: 5. e. through the mediation of 
the One God and Father F all. Strange | Who art 
thou, O man, that doſt pretend to aſſert this? (which 
evidently ſubverts the whole oeconomy of the Chri- 
ſtian diſpenſation, and roots up the foundation both 
2 5 and revealed religion) And where doſt thou 

„ 1 | 

In all this, our author follows his maſter Dr. 
, who has been ſufficiently expoſed by his 
learned adverſaries for fuch a way of talking. See 
Chriftian Liberty aſſerted, p. 36, 37; &c. The Re- 
ply. The Modeft Plea, &c.—The truth of it is, that 
this is language which the ſacred writings are utter 
ſtrangers to; and which, in the account of the Kine 4 
primitive writers, would be no leſs than impious blaſ- 
phemy., According to this new, and before un- 
ic heard-of, hypotheſis (ſays the author of Liberty aſ- 
« ſerted) there is not only no eſſential or real diſtinc- 
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& tion, in nature and natural powers, between the 
« Perſons of the Father and the Soy, but that the 
c God and Father of all, who is above all, and who 


« is the God of the Son himſelf, might have been the | 


« Son, acted the miniſterial Pare and in all things 
« have been obedient and ſubject to the will and 
cc commands of the Son, as his Father and G. This 
« is telling the world (ſays he) that the primary and 
« fundamental article both of natural and revealed 
« religion, the unity of God, has no foundation: An 

« inſtead of the one God of nature and Scripture, is 
« ſetting up a worſe than heathen. ſyſtem of three 
ce fictitious and equally ſupreme Deities, who, Y 


_ agreement among themſelves, go by different name 


6“ without any real difference of nature, power, or 


e authority; all being in themſelves, and in their 


te nature equally ſelf-exiftent, independent, unde- 


( rived.” There is not a ſingle text in all the Scrip- 


ture to prove this; nor any one ſingle teſtimony of pti- 
mitive antiquity, for above three hundred years, in the 
leaſt to this purpoſe ;' but there. are above a thoufand 
teſtimonies of both, full and direct againſt it. 
F AFTER 25 auchor has 409 07 this p 15 about 
upreme worſhip's being paid to Ci; before he pro- 
ceeds to ——4 the Supreme Deity of ho Holy Ghef nf 
he makes a few inferences ; which are little elſe than 
a low appeal to the paſſions and prejudices of the ig- 


norant and the vulgar. I would undertake to thew, _ 


that what he offers under each of them, might, in 
the main, with equal, or ſtronger force, and much 
gra roi can im Nl e 
on ͥ /f m io fr 8 
A to the third particular j, where he endeavours 
to faſten the moſt dreadful guilt upon thoſe who, deny 
the Deity of Chrift in bis ſenſe, and according to his. 
explication; let him know, that they would not, they 
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dare not, deny any Honour to Chriſt, their Lord, which 
the ſacred Scriptures, the great rule of faith and prac- 


tice, direc and ours to be paid to him: They are 


ready to acknowledge him (though not the ſame Be- 


ing with the Father, nor the very ſame Perſon, and 


that is what this author's unity amounts to, nor yet 
equal with the Fut her in all diping perfections ang 
glory; yet) the moſt glorious and excellent of all Be- 
ing next to Him whom the Scriptures ſtile the one 
God and Father of all. They are ready to own him 


- 


the brighineſs of his Father's glory, and the expreſs 
image of his perſon; who bad glory with him before 


bom God hath exalted to be a Prince and a Saviour, 


Ae was, and by whom God made the worlds : 
and made bead over allthings to his church: To whom 
God bath given 4 name above every name, that at 
the name of Jeſus every knee ſhould bow, of things in 


 bequen, and things on the earth, and —5 under 


the earth; and every tongue confeſs, that Jeſus Chriſt 

| 4 to the Glory of God the Father,” Kc. This 
they readllys and with the prmoſt inbeniſhon and gra- 
titude acknowledge and rejoice in; upon the ſup- 


Polition, that after the moſt diligent and ſerious en- 
guiry, they ſhould — be miſtaken, they can hope for 


all proper allowances from Him, ho can have com, 
paſſion on the ignorant, and on them that are out 

the way. It is their comfort, that their judgment 1 
committed to the hands of the merciful Jeſus, and is 


9 


not to proceed from ſuch weak, paſſionate, fallible 


greatures 28 this man and his fri a ds. | 
On the other hand, if he is not ſo full of hintſelf, 


as to be aboye all advice, let him conſider how he 
muſt anſwer it, if he ſhould be found detractin from 
the peerle/s, ſupreme majeſty, aut bority and gh 4 s 

theſe 


the one God and Father of "all, and be giving 
ro another, without any ſufficient warrant either from 


Reaſon or Scripturę, and in oppoſition. tq both. Is 


> * 


there no danger in this caſe, as Well as in the other i 


Fry 


I truſt, wad hope, he would then meet vith that com- 
paſſion and thoſe merciſul allowances, which he, with 
ſuch a harden'd and unrelenting reſolution, denies to 
his Chriſtian brethren. Theſe are my ſincere hopes 


and wiſhes for him. But after all, this is a matter 


which deſerves, I had: almoſt ſaid demands his ſeri- 
ous ſecond thoughts. 

Bur I am not willing to let this head of worſhip 

paſs thus. It is a matter, in which the meaneſt ho- 
neſt Chriſtian amongſt us is concerned ; _ there- 
fore I will endeavour plainly. to ſtate the fact, and 
ſhew upon what foot it ſtands in the Aae and 
account of Scripture. 

Ir we go through the Old Teſtament, we ſhall 
find that it is one He, one Perſon, one Cod, that is 
always ſpoken of as the great object of worſhip, un 
der the ſingle perſonal characters of J, Thou,” He. 
Thou ſhalt have no. other Gods beſide r Thou 
ſhalt fear the Lord xu GoD, and ſerve him © Thou. 
Halt worſhip the Lord Tay Go, and HIM ONLY 
foalt thou ſerve, All the worſhip paid to God thro?. 
the whole Old Teſtament, uniformly and conſtantly, 


is to Him, confider'd as one Being, one Perſon, one 
A 


infinitely perfet# Mind, or Spirit. "And indeed it is 
evident from Scripture, that e living Perſon 
only can be the object of worſhip; not nature, eſſence, 
or ſuhſtance, but Perſon. And when the Deity, or 
Divine e ſpoken of as the object of worſhip, 
it is not To way of accuracy, but figuratively; and 
15 1 fr Wee re Juſt as age P's 71 the 
ng s Majeſty, not to ſignify the Majeſty of the King, 
bur the DE dee, — Perſon of 2 King g 
Ax the conſtant language of the New Teſtament 
is agreeable. My Father — Chriſt) of whom. ye 
fay, that us is your God, John viii. 54. H ben ye 
pray, ay, Our Father which art in heaven, Luke xi. 2. 
our cometh, and now is, when: the true wor- 
ſhippers ſpall worſbip the 3 Father in Spirit and in Tr ey 


[94] 


For the Father ſeeketh ſuch to wor ip him, John iv; 
23. I thank thee,O Father, Lord of heaven and earth, 
. &c. Mat. xi. 25. — Did the Apoſtles, after they had 
received the promiſed Spirit, in their diſcourſes or 
writings, either to Jews, or Gentiles, ever repreſent 
the matter otherwiſe? Search and ſee. Read Peters 
firſt diſcourſe, As ii. 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, &c. Read 

ain his ſecond diſcourſe, chap. iii. 13—26. The God 

Abraham, and of Iſaac, — of Jacob, the Ged of 
our fathers, bath glorified his Son Jeſus, &c. Again, 
| To us there is ons Gon, the FATHER, 1 Cor. viii. 6. 
One God and Father of all, Eph. iv. 6.— That je might 
with one mind glorify God, ven the Father e - . 
Jeſus Chrift, Eph. ili. 14 But it would be endleſs 
to mention all the particulars; for this is the conkang. 
ſtrain of the New Teftament. 

Ir does not follow from all this, 1 that, ee 
might appoint a Mediator, ſo inferior and mediatorial 
worſhip may be paid to our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, by the 
direction nf command of God himſelf, Thus it is, 
in fact, according to the language of the New Teſta- 
ment. And all the texts this author has produced 
(without ſo much as one exception) when fairly com- 
2 7 with. hd of wha, not 2 u > — 2 
the ſupreme 0 worſovip ; but ſpea ubor 
nate, 3 and relative 0 So groundleſs is 
his io that there can be no o degrees in religious 
worſhip. 

IN 3 whatever. the meta phyſical nature, ef5 
ſence, or or ſubfaxce of the Son _ 70 may be; yet 
the worſhip paid him, Seripture- di- 
rection we. example, is never ps placed upon 
that foot: Bur is always paid to him as being Me- 
diator, afcribed to him not as fuprems, but by the 2 

int ment and command of the Father, and as tend. 
ing ultimately to the. ghary of God the Father. The 
texts are innumerable :. Jobs xv. 16. Epb. ii. 18. ch. 
. 20 . iii. 17. Phil ii. Ih. Heb. xill. 15. 1 Pet. 

1. 


Ah - 


fv. 11. To theſe may be added, thoſe texts which 1 
have already mentioned from the Reve/ations.—In 
fine, we are no where directed to addreſs ourſelves to 
God, as being three perſons in one eſſence, or to con- 
ceire of the Divine Nature, as ſubſiſting in three 
perſons, when we worſhip. And ſince this is a matter 
of daily practice and concern, it is very ſtrange (E | 
1 


any thing of this nature was intended) that we ſfiou 

not have one expreſs rule given us to this purpoſe, 
one plain inſtance left upon record. The Apoſtles, 
after they had received full inſtructions with reſpect 
to the Chriſtian inſtitution, never repreſent the mat= 
ter, either to the Jews or Gentiles, in any other 
light than that in which I have now placed it. 
Wx find indeed expreſs adoration of Jeſus Chriſt, 
as well as of the Father; and glory given to him at 
the ſame time, and in conjunction with the Father: 
Bur is it any where ſaid, that in giving this worſhip 
to him, we are to conſider, or acknowledge him as 
the ſame one Being with the Father, or conſider him 
as the ſame one God ? Never once. All that appears 
is, that he is worthy to receive bleſſing and honour 
(on aà particular reaſon and account) together with 
God, and in ſubordination to Him, who has appbint-= 
ed, commiſſioned and ſent him; who has advanced and 
exalted him to his throne, and given him a name 
above every name ; who has put all things under him, 
and yet is himſelf manifeſtly excepted, who did thus 
Dit all things under him. This I take to be a fair 
and juft account of the matter of religious worſhip, 
according to Divine Revelation. I am ſenſible that 
all this is needleſs, confider'd as an anſwer to this au- 
thor. But I was willing to ſtate this matter, once 
for all, for the ſake of ſober, honeſt Chriſtians, whom 
he firft abuſes by partial and delufive repreſentations 
in a matter of great importance and daily concern ; 
and then endeavours to terrify by inſinuations of 
wrath and danger, without ground or foundation _ 2 
„„ : „ | realon 
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teaſon or Scripture*. Bur let it be their comfort, that 
the diſpleaſure of a wiſe, righteous, merciful Being is 
not under his direction. Io art thou, O man, tbat : 
 judgeft another man's Servant © 5 RS. : 
H E enters in the next place upon his proofs of the 
Supreme Deity of the Holy Ghoſt + ; Where he gives | 
juit cauſe of complaint; ſince he cannot but know that 1 
the word Spirit is taken in very different ſenſes in | 
| Scripture, and that it is highly abſurd, from the 
Deity of the Spirit in one ſenſe, to argue for it in all 
the reſt. And yet no care is taken to lead his rea- 
ders into theſe diſtinctions, or to explain this matter 
upon any rational foot of interpretation. 5 
H knows that God the Father himſelf is a Spirit, 
John iv. 24. and that his power is the Holy Ghoſt, 
Luke i. 35. For to make the third perſon there the 
Father of Cbriſt, would confound the whole Goſpel, and 
even his own oeconomy, which he builds ſo much upon. 
The manifeſtations of God's power, or energy, in the 
communication - of miraculous gifts, are frequently 
call'd his Spirit, that fell, or was poured out on Chri- 
ſtians : In which ſenſe it is ſaid, the Holy Ghoſt was 
not yet come, becauſe Chriſt was not yet glorified, 
John vii. 39.—Now none of theſe are the Spirit (in 
the ſenſe of another perſon diſtinct from the Father } 
and therefore characters and works attributed to the 
former, are nd proof of the Supreme Deity of the lat- 
ter. For to God and his power many greater things 
may be aſcribed, than to another diftint# perſon ; and 
of which the queſtion now before us is, whether he be 
the Supreme God. . u 
TAIS is what our author endeavours to prove; 
and the firſt inſtance he produces is, Numb. xil. 6, 7. 
compared with 2 Pet. i. 2 1. If this proves any thing, it 
proves too much; even that the Holy Ghoſt is the very 
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perſon of the Father ; that ſame I the Lord, who ſays, 
he will make himſelf known unto the prophet in 4 vi- 
ion, &c. —The ſame is the caſe of his next inſtance, 
Tſaiah vi. 8, 9, 10. compared with Ads xxviii. 23, &c. 
I xt both inſtances the truth is really this; that 
what God ſpeaks may very properly be ſaid to be 
ſpoken by the Holy Gbeſt; becauſe God inſpires his 
prophets by his Holy Spirit And whatever is ſpoken 
by the Holy Ghoſt, may no leſs properly be ſaid to 
be ſpoken by God; becauſe it is ſpoken to the pro- 
phets by that Spirit which God has given them. 
Nay, in the Revelation, chap. xi. ver. I, 3. even an 
angel is introduced as ſpeaking in the perſon of God. 
The angel ftood———ſaying, I will give power unto my 
tuo witneſſes, &c. Now ſuch a way of interpretation 
as his, introduces an entire confuſion of . ; and 
thus proves too much. And he knows that in a way 
of fair reaſoning and argument, that which proves too 
much, is good for nothing. In his way, he deſtroys 
the perſonality of the Holy Ghoſt, and goes in company 
with the Socinians. Would he like to have his friends 
find him there? If not, they muſt find him in much 
worſe company ]ð̈ᷣ/ ß 
I 6MALL now attend him to the New Teſtament, 
and conſider the texts he N thence, and on 
which he lays the greateſt ſtreſs. Here I could wiſh, 
that we might both, as honeſt enquirers after truth, 
join our endeavours to fix the ſenſe of thoſe places, 
which he has mention'd, by a juſt and rational 
interpretation. I am ſorry to ſay, that I have 
found very little of ſuch a diſpoſition in this author 
hitherto, but rather a reſolute adherence to a parti- 
cular hypotheſis, at the expence of chriſtian charity, 
and at the expence (too often) of the reputation of the 
ſacred writings, by making them inconfiſtent with 
themſelves, and thereby giving too great an advan- 
tage to the enemies of revelation amongſt us. 
But let us with ſobriety examine ſome of the principal 
texts produced. . 


Tus 


Te firſt be mentions ® is As v. 3, 4. where 
Peter ſays to Ananias, Why hath Satan filled thy heart 


to lie unto. the Holy Ghoſt * —— Thou haſt not lied 


unto men, but unto God. —I anſwer; here the obſerva- 
tion before mentioned takes place, viz. that in the 
ſtile of the Scriptures, the Spirit is frequently repre- 
ſented as God's agent, and God as revealing his will, 
and working by him: ſo that it cannot ſeem at all 
© ftrange, that the ſame things are attributed ſometimes 
to God, and ſometimes to his Spirit; or that is ſaid 
to be done to Goa, which is done more immediately 
to the Spirit. This is really the caſe in the text be- 
fore us. Lying to the Holy Ghoft, is in effect and con- 
ſequence, Hing to God, who ſent his Spiele, under 

whoſe conduct the Apoſtles more immediately were, 
and in whom he dwelt. Does not our author know, 
that ſuch a way of ſpeaking is common in the writ- 
ings bcth of the Old and New Teſtament? For in- 
ſtance, 1 Sam. viii. 7. They have not rejeffed TRR, 
but they have rejected ME. What! Is Samuel here 


the maß High God, and the King of Iſrael © By this 


author's method of interpretation, it ſhould ſeem ſo.— 
Again, our Lord ſays to his diſciples, Luke x. 16. He 
that —_ You, deſpiſeth ME ; and be that deſpiſeth 
ME, 
of Chriſt hereby placed in the ſame level of equali 


with Chriſt himſelf and his Father f—See likewiſe 


1 Theſſ. iv. 10. He that deſpiſeth, deſpiſeth not MAN, 
but Gov. And in Ads Al 9. to oppoſe what is 


ſpoken by a ſpirit, or angel, is call'd fighting againſt 


God. Thus now in the text under hand, he that lied 
to the Apoſtles, lied to the Holy Ghoſt; and he that 
lied to the Holy Gboſt, lied to God, who had given 
them his Spirit. In ſhort, the plain and obvious ſenſe 
of the words is This, that attempting to deceive in- 
ſpired perſons, was not barely the crime of attempt- 
ing to deceive men, but was (in effect) an attempt to 
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eſpiſeth RIM that ſent me. Are the diſciples 


deceive 
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deceive God, by whoſe Holy Spirit theſe men were 
inſpired, and under whoſe conduct they were. The 
primitive writers who have mentioned this text, have 
all along underſtood it thus: and even Athanaſius 
himſelf thus interpreted it. See Scrip. Dots. p. 12. 
2d Edit. and the Reply to Mr. Nelſon's friend, p. 73. 
. Ovx author comes afterwards, and ſays “, In vain 
do the ANTI-TRINITARIANS. ſay, that the Holy 
Ghoſt being no more than a created Spirit, yet lying to © 
Him being the Father's miniſter, is really lying to God, 
Who he refers to here, I cannot tell; but if he can- 
not name his authors, he ſhould not have taken the 
liberty to miſrepreſent his adverſaries, in order to con. 
fute them. All the reſt of his arguing afterwards 
amounts to no more than this, That if the Holy 
Ghoſt be at all ſubordinate to the Father, (as the 
Scripture every where declares he is) then he is no- 
thing at all ſuperior to men. — Does any one (as 
Dr. Clarke obſerves) ſtand in need of help, to anſwer 
this? He ſhould abate a little of his confidence, 
when he ſays f, That unleſs his interpretation be ad- 
mitted, the Apoſtle reaſons abſurdly, &c. His inter- 
pretation of this text, and every other, may fall to 
the ground, and all his concluſions from them, with 
this alſo, That the Holy Ghoſt is in the mot ftrits 
and proper ſenſe the true God; and yet there will be 
no abſurdity in the Apoſtle Peter's reaſoning here. 
If the foregoing interpretation, which I have given, 
ſtands, as I imagine it will witch all impartial perſons, 
then this author muſt look to his conſequences. 
_ Hrs next text r, 1 Cor. iii. 16. has been explained, 
and his reaſoning from it obviated already. — What 
he offers | concerning the Holy Ghoſt being ſtiled the 


God of Iſrael, and the rock of Hrael, 2 Sam. xxili, 


2, 3- Introduces the ſame confuſion of perſons before 
® Page 371, N 373 1 Page 374% 4 
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hinted. What the God of Iſrael ſays by his Spirit, 
may be ſaid to be ſpoken by God himſelf, for the 
realon before given, Eh 2 e 

H E tells us next &, that the name Lord is aſcribed 
to the Holy Ghoſt, 1 T. be iii. 11. 2 Cor. iii. 18. and 
attempts to prove it by ſuch an interpretation as was 
never (I believe) given of thoſe texts before. In 
the former there is not the leaſt ground to ſuppoſe, 


that the Holy Ghoſt is ſpoken of at all. Now Ged 


himſelf direct our way unto you, &c. and the Lord 
make you to increaſe, &c. i. e. may the ſame God 


aſſiſt your pious diſpoſitions, c. — The lat 
ter place f is evidently ſpoken of our Lord Jeſus 


Chrift. The Apoſtle is making a compariſon betwixt 


the darker diſpenſation of the Jews, and the clearer 
diſcoveries of the Goſpel. He tells us, yer. 6. that 


God had made him, and other preachers of the 


Goſpel, minifers, not of the letter, but of the ſpi- 


rit, Sc. Now the Lord (ſays he) is that Spirit, ver. 
17. i. e. Chriſt, or his goſpel and religion, is the true 


ſpiritual meaniag of the Jewiſp law, which was but 


the outſide and the letter. He is the Mef#ah, the 


great bleſing, deſcribed and foretold by the Fewiſh 
es gn. repreſented by the types and doe | 


of that diſpenſation. And as he, and his religion, 


is the true ſpiritual meaning and fulfilling of the 


Meſaical law; fo his Apoſtles. and Minifters are, in 


their preaching and office, more clear and illuſtrious, 


in proportion to the ſuperior excellency of Chrift to 
Moſes, and the clearneſs and excellency of the inſti- 
tutions and doctrines of the one, in compariſon of 

thoſe of the other. He tells us, that the words 


may be render d, 4s by the Lord the Spirit. Sup- 


po e they may; yet what is that to his purpoſe ? 


he Apoftle's argument and deſign ſufficiently ap- 


pies from the forggoing interpretation; and t 
Ho 
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ly Ghoſt is not ſo much as thought or ſpoken of, 
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But he found the word Spirit here, and that muſt : 
needs be interpreted of the Holy Gboſt, without any * 
regard to the argument, the deſign of the inſpired 


writer, or the natural conſtruction of the words “. 
This it is to quote and interpret texts of Scripture 
by mere unconnected ſounds, ſounds without a mean- 
ing, and ſo as to render the authors of the inſpired 
books the moſt looſe and inconſiſtent writers in the 


world. A man of skill or modeſty would be aſhamed. 


to treat other authors in the like manner. Muſt a 

mere human hypotheſis be thus ſupported ? —— 

Thus our author attempts to prove the ſupreme 

Deity of the Holy Ghoſt 

which are given to him. | 
Hx goes on to the attributes and perfections figni- 

fied by thoſe names t. . | 


ETEZNITY (he tells us) is aſcribed to bim. This | 
be proves from Joby xv. 26. by ſuch a pigce of cri- 


ticiſm as is not eaſily match d. He ſays, our Saviour 


expreſſes the proceſſion of the Holy Ghoſt in the ſame 
manner as JEHOVAH expreſſes his own eternal exiſft- 
ence - i, e. he who proceeds from another, or is ſent, 


(for that is the meaning of proceeding) is the ſame 
| Jehovah, the I am, who is neceſſary, unoriginate, 
proceeding from none, ſent from none, derived from 
uone. No intelligent perſon. needs any other affiſt- 
ance towards anſwering this, than barely to read the 


A may be a queſtion, whether the words Yoo Koem ana 
O, can properly be rendered either as arg in our tranſla- 


by the names and titles 


on, or as this author would have them. For it is obſervable, 


that thro' the New Teftament, wherever the Spirit of God and 


_ Chriſt is mentioned, 76 Tredue is put before, but never after the 


words Oeds and Xezsvs : and the fame obſervation will hold good 
in the caſe of the word K : For which reaſon theſe words 
are by ſome render'd, from the Lord or the Spirit, as oa bs 


much more natural, ſcriptural and grammatical conſtruction, than 
either the Spirit of the Lord, as in our tranſlation, or the Lord 


the Spirit, according to this author. See Whitby in lu. 
| if Page 380, 95 e 
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whole verſe. But when the Co er is come, whom 

I will ſend unto you from the Father, even the Spirit 

of truth, which proceedeth from the Father, he ſhall 

175 me. According to this wondrous criticiſm 
his, 


0 he that is ſent by Chrift, and proceeds from 
the Father, is the eternal Jehovah, the I am. Does 
the Father proceed from another in any ſenſe? 


Hrs next proof is Heb. ix. 14. bo through the | 


eternal Spirit offered himſelf without ſpot to God. 
This author does know, or thould know, that ſome 


Examen, &c. This takes away the very foundation 


conſiderable Expoſitors underſtand the words eternal 
Spirit of the Logos. But let it be underſtood of 
which you will, this cannot prove either the one or 
the other to be that Supreme God to whom Chriſt 
offered hi mel without 50 His imaginary tri- 
umphs therefore over thoſe” whom he ignorantly 
calls Arians, are vain and childiſh | 
H x ſays farther f, that omnipreſence is aſcribed 
to this perſon, Pſal. cxxxix. 7. Whither ſhall I go 
from thy Spirit, or whither ſhall I flee from thy face, 
or preſence ® Does not he know, that this part of 


deſcription of the omnipreſence of God > But a di- 
ſtinct perſon from God, ſignified by the word Spirit, 
has no place here. Why muſt that ſignify a diſtinct 
perſon, any more than face or preſence ® The plain 
meaning is, Where can I go, ſo as to be hid from 
or ſo as to eſcape thy notice and obſervation ? 
What is this now to his purpoſe > | 
_ OmNIsSCIENCE, we are next told t, is afcribed 
to him likewiſe. There needs no other anſwer to 


beer zei. 1 Nur t Page 398. 1 
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of our beſt copies (together with the Fulgate) read 
chi [| holy] inſtead of dvi eternal J. See Milli 


of his argument. He knows likewiſe, that ſeveral 


this curious pſalm is a very beautiful and elegant 


ere. e mee e se See Nec 


thee, O Lord, the omnipreſent, all- diſcerning Mind; 


Gee 


* 
* 


all chat he ſays under this head, than that text, 


John xvi. 13, 14, 15 When be, the Spirit of truth, 


7s come, he will guide gon into all truth | For be 


ſhall not ſpeak of himſelf ; but whatſoever he ſhall 
a 


hear, that (ball he ſpeak, and he will ſhew you things 
; 5 ſhall gloriſy me; for he ſhall receive 


70 come. 
mine, and ſhall ſbem it unto you. Al things that 

| 7 Father pg . 3 therefore ſaid 1, that be 
ſpall take of mine, and ſhall ſbezu it unto you. Is 

the Supreme God ever ſpoken of in ſuch ftyle and 
language as this? Our author is aware of this, 
and therefore * endeavours to obviate it, by ſhewing 
that the Spirit's receiving knowledge. cannot be un- 
derſtood in the ſenſe I ſpeak of. And why ? Be- 


cauſe this directly contradicts the Scripture elſewhere, 


which aſſerts, that what knowledge the Spirit hath, 
he hath it not by revelation from another. And here 
we are turn d to Ja. Xl. 13. Who. hath direfied the 
Spirit 4 the. Lord or being his counſellor, hath 
taught him? &c. i. e. he refers us to a text for a 


x 


proof of the Spirit's omniſcience, and conſequently of 


his ſupreme. Deity, which does not ſpeak of the Holy 


Ghoſt at all. The language of this text in Jaiab, 


and of that in Yul. cxxxix. is exactly alike; both of 
them are beautiful deſcriptions of the nature and 


perfections of God, without the leaſt hint at another 


perſon diſtin& from him. 


Hs next proof + has ſome appearance of argu- ; 


ment in it: And here I am willing to attend him, 
in order to fix the ſenſe of a paſſage of Scripture, 


which may have ſome difficulty in it. The text he 


turns us to is 1 Cor. ii. ro. The Spirit ſearcheth all 
things, yea, the deep things of God. This he men- 
tions as a farther proof of the omniſcience of the 


Holy Ghoft. Here I have allowed there is ſome diffi- 
culty ;, for I hate a wrangling, | contentious ſpirit, = 


» 4 


0 


age 390,” 391, > by 5 + Page 397. 1 


— 2 * s 
2 7 — 


9 yy" 
£ 


ad 9 * 2 1 * 
N . 9 0 E c : 88 * W 99 nn OTE * * 1 
. 7 N 1 8 F 
* - ” * 
* 
4 * f - # 
Wo f > o 
5 2 
. 2 . 
» - bo * 1. 75 7 1 
5 k Ws 5 : 
* * , - 
64s | x wie 
—— — 5 
” 
„ q : , » 
+ \ 
z IS, * 2 ” 8 : * 2 ; 
5 Mn : 


I Bar 
** 
4 4 


1 


TY 2 1 R * * r 3 
3 EI "REP nd 
: * * * 5 - 

y * WES 1 Na 


3 | Bur di 'T a Ling the i of this tert ma ; be © fd 
5B rational inter ation, and yet not 
be Sr he brings it for. The Apoſtle is plainly 
coins the greater exotllency of the Chriſtian reli- 
Lion, Sah as it is founded in that great article, 
4 A Saviour. And this he had endeavoured to 
recommend to the Corinthians, not by rhetorical 
flouriſhes, or fine ſpeculations, but as a matter of di- 
vine * Ys es, N ver. 1. This he calls 
Ver. Mon wiſdom of God in a myſtery, even the 
La v ; 4 Ae penſation PK indeed by the 
— ov 'not Sohtly underſtood even by the 
Heede themſelves, and for many ages not diſcovered 


at all to the Gentile world; but now more clearly re- 
vealed to all, and proved to be the only method of 


recovery and happineſs to true believers. Then he 


280 ver. 10. But God hath revealed theſe things to 
us by bis Spirit; for the Spirit ſearcheth all things, 


yea, the deep things of God 4. d. Theſe being mat- 


ters above the reach of human reaſon, God has been 


Ping to reveal them to the world by his Spirit, or 


inſpired men, even by the predict ions of the Pro- 
8 of old more darkly, and in part; now more 
clearly and expreſsly by us his Apoſtles, by the com- 


munication of that Holy Spirit, who knows and is 


acquainted with the whole purpoſe and deſign of 
God's revealed will. Thus 1 appears to be the de- 
ſign of the Apoſtle to ſhew, that the inſpiration of 
God by his Spirit is the only effectual way of coming 
to che right * knowledge of this important point. 
Here is nothing thetefore of the Spirit's own original 
| knowledge, that this author ſpeaks of; for in the 


very beginning of this roth verſe it is ſaid, that 


God had revealed theſe things to the Apoſtles by 


bis Spirit. Here is a plain diſtinction obſerved, and 


the original ſource of this revelation diſcovered. And 
Where is now his proof of the ſupreme Deity of the 


text ? 


Te Ghoſt =p his N 8 8 on this 
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text? The abj 
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The abjection therefore which he mentions, 38 
ill ſtands in its full force, and cannot be removed — _ 


— 


"EE. % 


Toly Spirit at all, vis. Ja. xl. 13, 14 - ____ 

4 H __ head of EIN for the-proof of th 
ſupreme Deity of the Holy Ghoſt is, the works per- 
ormed by him. The firſt text he mentions is Cen. 

i. 2. And the Spirit of God moved upon the Fm, of 

the waters. In anſwer, I will only refer him co 
what the learned and | pious Biſhop. Patrick ſays. : 
upon theſe, words: Men (ſays he) have been e 
cc tremely fanciful in their explication of theſe plain 


c words. Some underſtanding by the Spirit of God, 
cc the ſun, which gives ſpirit and life to all things 


© upon earth; others the air; or the wind: when 
te as yet there was no ſun in the firmament, not 
« any wind that could ſtir without the power of. _ 
te the Almighty to excite. it. This therefore we are - | 
« to underſtand. to be meant, viz. the infinite wiſs, þþ>  £ ? 
ce dom and power of God, which made a might 
© commotion. upon the face of the waters; i. e. upon 
te that fluid matter ar to ſeparate 
« the parts of it the one from the other. 
There is not one of the texts he mentions from the 
Old Teſtament, which not ouly bears, but ſeems to 
require the ſame method of interpretation. The 
Spirit is not ſpoken of as a diſtin perſonal agent; 
but according to the language of thoſe countries, 
and the frequent ſtyle of the Old Teſtament, the 
power, the operation, the energy of the Supreme Be 
ing is, by a figure. of ſpeech, ſer forthi under the 
elegant repreſentation _ perſon. And in Gen. i. 2 
(the text above quoted) the Spirit means not a 
per/on diſtin | from God, but the power of God. 
himſelf; as may be certainly concluded from the 
conſideration, that in the New Teſtament, wherein . 
1 A Tas La | ON Holy 8 is clearly 
et forth and this Divine perſon is no where 
| - taug "DP 8 * ; "SOS dec! ar ed 
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declared to be an agent, either ſupreme” b "oY | ſubor= 

dinate, in the creation of the world. For the evi- 

dent and undonbred dactrine of the Goſpel on this 

2909 3 that God created all things by Jeſus Chriſt 

a us underſtands the Syifit to be a wind. but 

i it muſt be a miraculous, not a natural, wind, 

4 Biſhop Patrick rightly obſcrves: 

T 1s then being very often the caſe in W Old 
Teſtament, ir muſt be (I am apt to think) the true 
method of interpreting the ſeveral texts this author 
has quoted from thence. If fo, he argues non ad 
em, and his texts are nothing to his purpoſe. — 

I know that a great many learned men (of no ſmall | 
note) have carried the fame method of 1 interpreta- 
tion into the New Teftament ; and they have a 
great deal to ſay for themſelves : but coeds 1 cal not 
bear them company. 5 
"As to the miraculous operations, &c. which he 
mentions * as a farther proof of the ſupreme Deity 
of the Holy Ghoſt, what he offers needs no other 
ahſwer than what — 15 ariſes from thoſe known 
texts, Heb. ii. 4. Go alſo bearing tbem witneſs both 
with ſigns, and wonders, and with divers miracles, 
and gifts of the Holy Ghoſt; according to his (God's 5 
oö will. And 10 1 Cor. xii. 6. Þ is the fame Goc 
"thar worketh all in all. 
As to the head of worftip, by whith: he farther 
attempts to prove the ſupreme Deity of the Holy 
Ghoſt f, ſince I am fo gricvouſly tired ted following 
bg in that long « chace which he has' led me, I will. 
give him in anſwer the olf another 
wile of his own fide, but who maintains a much | 
more charirable chriltian ſpirit towards thoſe: who ; 
differ fr bim, than ie author can find in his 6 
| heart to do; 1 mean Dr. Watts, whole words. are | 
it theſe : Sug I confeſs we cannot find in Scripture any 
Auch poſitiye or 8 precepts or examples of - 
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8 petitiam or vekiſe- addreſſed to the perſon of te 
1 Holy Ghoſt, as there are to the Father and the 
* Son.” Pag. 119. 120. He adds thetefote (p. —4 
<, Since we find fo great a ſilenoe as to this matter 
ct in Scripture, let us not bind it upon our n οn “ 
c ſciences, nor upon others; as a piece of nect 
„ worſhip : — Bur:ſince the moſt frequent patterns 
e and precepts in Scripture lead us to direct ou 
, addreſſes to God the Father; who tranſacts 

« his affairs: with us in and thro"; his Son, and by 
© his Spirit, I think we ſhould alſo make it the 
© moſt frequent and uſual practice in our devotions 
cc to have 5 acceſs. thto? ſeſus Chriſt, by one 5 
te rit, unto the Father; Epbeſ. ii. 18.” --—- Ihe 


Doctor indeed treads - ſoftly, aud - ſpeaks. wartly, © 


But if there be not one precept or pattern of direct 
worſbip paid to the Holy Ghoſt, (as I am apt to 
think There is not) his argue bg. 6 to base Ar 
ried him farther. rt 
As to what this author e aſſerts , this 
there are many inſtances in Scriptufe, wherein ſuprems 
divine worſbip is paid to the Hul) Gbuft, as a diſtinct 
Perſon fröm the Father and the n; I ſhall ſtay till 
he produces them. Again he ſays: 2 are mam 
inſtances, wherei# the Deity, tomfraer” #::ab/olutel 
without. any diſtindtion of ak fp 1 e 
objelt of ſupreme divine ꝛubyſpip, &æc. ſign pap ores 
one. He mentions one inſtance (which we 
as a ſpecimem of all the aber infances het to to = 
duce) bi. The beginning of dhe Lord's Pray * 
Futher which art in heaven. uns ſürpriz Torchd | 
what he there advances. | }/e art not fo:imagi 
Pore rin dem gs 
erſen Of the Ti Oy is: 
| "the Sul art Hol Obeſe, &o: 'Thisis moſt :extraordi- 
RC rn Mah. ie Fathir does not denote that: 
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perſon at all, a mere abſtract ed metaphyfical 10 
rig ; 1 elſe is all three Perſons together.” So that 
the Father ſignifies (it (ems): not Him who is, but 


rather They who are Father, Son, and. Holy Spirit all 
together. Let him turn to the Remarks on the four 
London ning, 725 ice this ſufficiently expoſed, 


2 5 
5 Hy « E tells us, this w_ be careſolly obſerved. Verily 
L have obſerved it with care, even with aſtoniſhment”; | 


mind his reaſon now. The firſt 7 270 the Trinity 


is not denominated Father, becauſe of the relation bg 


bears to the Hol ly Ghoſt, or becauſe of the: relation be 
ands into ge creatures; hut only becauſe of the re- 
lation be bears to the Sn. It ſeems then, he is not 


to be conſidered as a Fur ber to us creatures, to us 


men, even when our bleſſed Lord himſelf directs us to 
addreſs him As pur Father in heaven. Let him re- 
member, this is the Paſſage he has under conſidera+ 


tion. What has this to do with his relation to Chriſt 
only as his Farher? Our bleſſed Lord is teaching his 


 diſcipjes to pray; But they muſt not conſider Gd as 


their Father in beaven, when their great Maſter di- 


reſts them to call him ſo. This is ſpecial Divinity 


again. But aſter all, this is no triſling mattęr. I am 
2g the man ſbould thus expoſe. himſelf: But ex- 


bimſe f is not worth talking of. I am ſor 
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part 


ſe, This Foy, no g matter. How mut 
lation triumph in ſuch a condutt as 
this!“ e fa 
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. Paſo, who is fo call'd;- hut means ſomething which : 4 


a lah „e ings: by confound= = 
„ an ering thoſe Scriptures quite 
e au Wg ble which were "a7 4, a 
e'of faith and practice to the loweit and moſt un- 
| of mankind ;\ Rendering them ſo (I ſay). 
a forced, and unnatural, and perverſe inter- 
lain 18 in defiance to common 


ys the e author) will 
jp ſuch m. men . * N * f 
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. Cad, an F and Cre land n | 
mw < miking chriſtianiry- a ſport of words, andꝭ umuſt give 
ce the enemies of the chriſtian revelation ecaſion to 
. ſay, What uſe van ſuch a Fobk be of Or what -- 
e likelihood tliat ĩt is from Sh f To what 
end, to what * ng all this, but r 
human and fictiticus b eee is;> thar has hd founda- 
tion either in Scripture or reaſon? How far this will 
appear to this author, I cannot telf: Buri flatter my 
ſelf it will appear to impartial i readets from what has 
been offered: With fuck .cheapfully truſt opened 
berwixt us. 4s 
I s#ALL now leave the whole: with this — and 
with all ſerious and conſiderate perſons, in the words 
of Dr. Clarke, in his Introduction to the Seripture- 
Dodrine of the Trinity, p. 30: © With reſpect to ſcho- 
% laftick | enquiries concerning. 1 ager Mical nature, 
= i ſubſtance, &c. it had been wal? ſe had never 
been meddled with. But that which is properly 
| 4 theglogical in the Doftrine of the Trinity, viz. the 
« giſtin& powers and offices ot the Father, the Son, 
* and the Holy Spirit, in the creation, government, 
* redemption, 3 and ſalvation of man; and : 
te the proper 2c 75 Hive onen due nſequently from 


I may” Wor- 
v not bow, nor . this 1 is. the great 


2 


« ee the 5 "we" 
te tized, And which every. 9 Chilli 
* cording do the beſt of his ability, 


ming himſelf, z0endcavour thorough) . 
* to underſtahd e The urg and incommunicable 
« ſupremacy of God the Farb Ty all, and our re- 
« and and ſubjetion; to him, as ſuch our S. 
ge prems Governor ; the rede mption purchaſed by by me 
ed in us 


. Son; and the *nffifcation 


15 Holy Spirit ; are the three great es” * Greek 


ha, x 


* 


c Creed. [ in maintaining theſe rightly; * ay 
| « fly wo. accordingly, is the = 10 Geo: 
cence ves is t nour f Cod, 
tand the Intereſt of true Alias conce —-And- 
a little farther on, The — pious: diſpoſition. of 
<..mind, which makes ſerious perſo is careful not to 
<, 9 —— 1 — 
c pirit, ought certainly to render chem at lea 
ct as ſollicitous, not to diminiſh the  firrular and ſu- 
4 preme Banaur of God the Father aal of whoſe. 
« alone grace and mercy it is, that his Son was given 
5 2 redemprion, and his Hpirit for their ſaniti- 
« fication.” | „ 
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IX. Human Oſteogeny explained, in two Lectures read 
in the Anatomical Theatre of the Surgeons of London. 
In which not only the Beginning and gradual Increaſe of 
the Bones of Human Fcatus's are deſcribed; but alſo the 
Nature of Offification is conſidered; and the general No- 
tion, that all Bones are formed from Cartilages, is demon- 
ſtrated to be a Miſtake. By RoERT NESBITT, M. D. 
Fellow of the Royal College of Phyſicians, and of the 
Royal Society, and Reader of Anatomy at Surgeons-Hall. 
* Cyropædia; or, The Inſtitution of Cyrus. By Xe- 
nophon. Tranſlated from the Greek by the late Honourable 
Mavrict ASHLEY, Eſq; To which is prefixed a Preface; 
by way of Dedication, to the Right Honourable the Lady 
ELIZABETH HARAIS, on the Subject of Liberty and 
private Judgment in Religion. e e 
XI. A Defence Were in Anſwer to the 
Arguments that have been alle apainſt it; particularly 
in CaTo's Letters on that Subject. By . 
Rector of Roſſington in the County of York, and Preben- 
dary of Wherwell in the County of Southampton. *% 
XII. A Free and Impartial Study of the Holy Scriptures 
recommended: In three Vols 8vo. Containing, Notes oi 
many peculiar Texts of Scripture, and Diſcourſes on vari- 
ous Subjects; ſome of which are, viz. Of the Septuagint 
Verſion of the Bible, and the Difference between the Cita- 
tions as they lie in the New Teſtament, and the original 
Paſſages in the Old. Chriſtians not bound by any Authority 
of the Law of Moſes in the Ten Commandments. Of the 
Soul, its. Immortality, Immateriality, &c. with the Im- 
poſſibility of proving a Future State by the Light of Na- 
ture; and of the Place where Good Men ſhall dwell after 
the Reſurrection. Of our Saviour's Miracles. The Nature 
of Sacrifices, e of the Sacrifice of Chriſt. The 
Origin of Evil. The original Meaning of the Ten Com- 
 mindments. The Lord's Day. Moral and Poſitive Duties. 
The Agapæ, or Love Feaſts. Circumciſion and Baptiſm, 
Schiſm and Hereſy. The Reſtoration of the Jews. The 
End of the World. / BE oe 


